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Mr. HUNTER. That is what I feared; I 
‘ink we had better go on now. . 

Mr. DAWSON. Iam very willing to let the 
ll be lost, if gentlemen will persist in offering 
mendments which have no proper connection 
with the appropriation bills. It is a violation of 
the rules of parliamentary order to be putting on 
ects of legislation in this bill. 
Mr. CHASE. I will say that I really think 
e delay in introducing the appropriation bills till 
, late a period of the session that it has become 
most impossible to act upon them would be well 
warded by the loss of one of them; and I doubt 
ry much whether anything will waken the 
juntry to the delays of Congress until some ap- 
ropriation bill be lost. 
Vir. HUNTER. I should like to know to 
, the honorable: Senator from Ohio: refers 
hen he speaks of the delays in reporting the ap- 
ypriation bills; for we have reported those bills 
romptly when they came to us. 
Vr. CHASE. I did not refer to the honorable 
rman of the Committee on Finance, most un- 
loubtedly, because we all know the zeal, fidelity, 
nd en¢ rey with which he discharges every duty 
levolved upon him; but the course of business, as 
e know, between the two Houses is such that 
propriation bills originate jn the House and 

t sent to us until a very late period of the 

sssion, When it is almost impossible ‘to act upon 

hem. The consequence has been that at every 


ire né 


Fi ession since | have been here—and this is the 
. . 

"4 ‘ourth session that I have had the honor of occu- 
ying aseat on this floor—we have passed through 


recisely such scenes as we are now witnessing. 
We sit till late at night, and Senators become fa- 
tigued, and then, as wes most justly remarked by 
me of the honorable Senators who spoke a mo- 

’ ment since, those who have talked longer and 
yudest go away and leave those who are willing 
to work to sit here, and are forcing us to the 
wctual necessity of an adjournment, which I be- 
eve is now pressed upon us. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I would suggest that it seems 
to me the difficulty arises in part from the fact that 
we have no rule which permitsa Senator to lay an 
imendment on the table without carrying the main 
ubject with it. If we had a rule authorizing an 
amendment to be laid on the table, which motion, 


under every parliamentary usage, cannot be de- | 


bated, it would quiet debate, and dispose of many 
1mendments that are offered. 

Mr. MASON. Then weshould be in this con- 
Senator from Ohio that the true difficulty arises 
rom the delay in reporting the appropriation bills, 

t by the Committee on Finance, but in bringing 
them to the Senate, so that we have but three or 
four days to act upon them; but if the idea of the 
Senator from Indiana were carried out, those who 
re in the minority would not have the opportu- 

ity of saying a word against the action of the ma- 
rity. 

Mr. GWIN. I wish, as we have nothing else 
to do at this time, to let this fact be recorded: I 

itroduced a resolution at the beginning of the ses- 
ion requiring the Committee on Finance to report 
the appropriation bills, but I was frowned down. 
If that resolution had been passed, we would have 
zotten through with the appropriation bills long 


igo. I wish to call attention to where the true 
evil is. 

Mr. DAWSON. -I renew the motion to ad- 
journ, 


SSG ME ately 


The motion was not agreed to. 


a Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to know whether there 
: is nota quorum now in theChamber? On thelast 
i vote on the yeas and nays there were twenty-six 
Senators present, and | have certainly seen three 
come in since, and I believe there have been more. 
I suppose that, taking-those who then voted, to- 
gether with those who have since come in, there 
is a quorum here. In order to ascertain that fact, 
I move an adjournment, and on that motion I call 
for the yeas and nays. 
: The yeas and nays were ordered; and being ta- 
. ken, resulted—yeas 7, nays 21; as follows: 
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ition: It has been very justly remarked by the | 
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YEAS—Messrs. Chase, Dawson, Houston, Jones of Ten- 
nessee, Rusk, Spruance, and Sumner—7. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Borland, Bright, Brod 
head, Dodge of Iowa, Felch, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Foot, 

Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Hunter, James, Jones of lowa, 
Mason, Morton, Norris, Walker, and Weller—21. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
quorum yet voting. 

Mr. WELLER. I think we had better now 
just lay down on our oars and sleep quietly in our 
chairs until the Sergeant-at-Arms returns. 

Mr. CHASE. I would ask whether there is 
not any rule known to the proceedings of the Sen- 
ate which will enable us to compel the attendance 
of absent members. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The only rule 
which refers to the subject the Chair will read. It 
is the 8th rule, which is in these words: 

“* No member shall absent himself from the service of the 
Senate without leave of the Senate first obtained. And in 
case a less number than a quorum of the Senate shall con- 
vene, they are hereby authorized to send the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, or any other person or persons by them authorized, 
for any or all absent members, as the majority of such mem 
bers present shall agree, at the expense of such absent mem- 
bers respectively, unless such excuse for non-attendance 4 
shall be made as the Senate, when a quorum is convened, 
shall judge sufficient, and in that case the expense shall be 
paid out of the contingent fund. And this rule shall apply 
as well to the first convention of the Senate at the legal time 
of meeting as to each day of the session after the hour has 
arrived to which the Senate stood adjourned.”’ 

It will be observed that the words of the rule do 
not apply to any other case than the want of a 
quorum at the meeting of the Senate; but in sev- 
eral instances, since | have been a member of the 
body, the Senate has acted upon it as it has been 
acted upon to-night, and absent members have 
been sent for. 

Mr. CHASE. Do I understand the Chair as 
holding that the Senate has power to compel the 
attendance of absent members at this time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
of opinion that the Senate has the same right to 
proceed now as it would have had at the hour of 
meeting this morning if a quorum had not then 
been present. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Have we not under the Con- 
stitution, independent of the rule, a right to com- 
pel the attendance of absent members ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The provision 
of the Constitution is, that a majority of each 
House shall constitute a quorum to do business; 
** but a smaller number may be authorized to com- 
‘ pel the attendance of absent members, in such 
‘manner and under such penalties as each House 
‘may provide.’’ So that it requires some rule to 
be adopted in order to carry out that provision. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. It is now half-past one 
o’clock, and I should like to know what practical 
result can be obtained by sending to the lodgings 
of some members of the body who reside remote 
from the Capitol ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I presume the Sergeant-at- 
Arms has gone up to the other end of the Avenue, 
where, I have no doubt, he will find a large num- 
ber of Senators. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Itisa violent presump- 
tion to suppose that he has gone that distance, and 
an equally violent one to presume that he will find 
any Senators at this hour of the night or morning. 
I have listened as patiently as any man on this 
floor, and I think the Senate will do me the justice 
to say, that I have consumed as little time as any, | 
one here. I have sat patiently and learned from 
grave Senators, and those who seemed to know 
more of the deliberations of the body than myself. 

I find, however, that many distinguished gentle- 
men who have occupied the attention of the body 
to a considerable extent, have gone away and left 
those of us who are disposed to be quiet and work- 


There is no 


ing members to wait for their return, before we | 


can proceed with business. It seems to me that 
we can accomplish nothing practical by remaining 
here. It is now half-past oneo’clock, and I think 


in duty to ourselves, and in view of the business | 
ahead of us to-morrow, and to-morrow night, and | 


the next day, and the next night, we ought to ad- 
| journ and come here fresh to-morrow morning. I 
‘| therefore move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
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Mr. WALKER. 





I shall vote for the adjourn- 


ment because of the inefficiency of our rules to 
' compel the attendance of absent members. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. There is no rule to 


compel their attendance, and it is useless to wait 


for them. 
Mr. WELLER. 


I ask for the yeas and nays 


on the motion to adjourn in order that the Senate 


may see who are here at this hour of night. 
he yeas and nays were ordered, and being 

taken, resulted—yeas 14, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Brodhead, Chase, 
Dawson, Fish, Fitzpatrick, Houston, Jones of fowa, Rusk, 
Spruance, Sumner, Walker, and Weller—1l4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Borland, Bright, Dodge of Iowa, Foot, 
Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Hunter, Jones of Tennessee, Ma 
son, Morton, and Norris—12. 

So, at twenty-five minutes to two o'clock, a. m., 
the Senate adjourned 


5, = ~ 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tvespay, March 1, 1853. 

The House met at eleven o’clock, a. m. 
by the Rev. C. M. Burien. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the motion made by the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Briees,] to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of introducing the following resolution: 

‘¢ Resolved, That the usual extra compensation be paid by 
the Clerk, out of the contingent fund, to the employees in 
and about the Capitol, embracing that description of per- 
sons only who received it at the close of the last session of 
Congress.’’ 

Mr. STANLY. I ask the gentleman from 
New York to give way a moment to enable me to 
ask the unanimous consent of the House to in- 
troduce a resolution calling for some information, 
to which there will be no objection. [tis a mat- 
ter in which I feel some interest, and | hope the 
gentleman from New York will allow me. 

Mr. BRIGGS. If no one else objects, I will 
not. 

Mr. STUART. I object; and I insist upon the 
motion of the gentleman from New York being 
put, so that we may go to the consideration of the 
reciprocity bill, which is the regular order of busi- 
ness. 

Mr. BRAGG. lLask the unanimous consent 
of the House to call up Senate bill No. 639, to 
provide for administering the oath of office to Wil- 
liam R. King, the Vice President elect. It isa 
matter demanding immediate action, and I hope 
there will be no objection. 

Mr. STUART. I object to it, and call for the 
regular order of business. 

LIEUTENANT FABIAS STANLY. 

Mr. STANLY. I understand the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. on now withdraws his 
objection to my resolution. now ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be direeted to 
transmit to the House of Representatives acopy of the rec 
ords and proceedings of the naval court-martial recently 


held at Washington for the trial of Fabias Stanty, a lieu 
tenant in the Navy; together with a copy of any papers 


Prayet 


|| filed in the Navy Department by the said Stanly relating to 


said trial ; and alsoa copy of any correspondence that may 
have passed between the Secretary ef the Navy and Lieu 
tenant Stanly, relating to his arrest and trial. [f not trans 
mitted before the close of the session, the same to be re 
ceived by the Clerk of the House, and when received, that 
the usual number be printed for the use of the House. 
Mr. SWEETSER. I rise to « point of order. 
There is a motion peading offered by the gentle- 
| man from New York, [Mr. Brices.]| 
Mr. STANLY... I do not moveto suspend the 
rules if objection is made, I merely ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House. _ 
Mr. SWEETSER. Well, sir, | will not ob- 
ject if no one else does. ; 
There was no objection, and the resolution was 
received. ; 
The question was then taken, and the resolu- 
|| tion was adopted. 


| Mr. FLORENCE. I ask the gentleman from 


New York to allow me for a moment. 
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Mr. BRIGGS. I will yield to the gentleman, 
if there is no objection. ee 

Mr. STUART. ‘There is objection. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I wish to appeal to the 
sympathy of the House. 

A Memper. We have no sympathy. 


{Loud cries of ** Order!’’ and ** Object!) 


EXTRA COMPENSATION. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I now desire that a vote may 
be taken upon my motion to suspend the rules, 
to admit the resolution for extra compensation. 

Mr. HALL. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I desire to say one word. 
I hope the yeas and nays will be ordered upon 
this motion, and give us an opportunity to record 
our votes upon it. 

{Cries of ** Order!’’) 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and having 
heen taken, the result was—yeas 110, nays 46; as 
follows: 

Y EAS— Messrs. Abercrombie, John Appleton, William 


Appleton, Ashe, Averett, Babcock, David J. Bailey, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bartlett, Bell, Bennett, Bib 


ighaus, Bowie, Bowne, John H. Boyd, Breckinridge, 
Brenton, Briggs, George H. Brown, Burrows, Busby, Jo 
seph Cable, Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, 


Chandler, Chapman, Chastain, Clark, Clemens, Cottman, 
Darby, George T. Davis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dim 
mick, Edgerton, Ewing, Pay, Fitch, Florence, Freeman, 
Henry M. Fuller, Gaylord, Giddings, Goodenow, Good 
rich, Gorman, Green, Grey, Harper, Sampson W. Harris, 
Hart, Hendricks, Horsford, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas 
Y. How, Ingersoll, Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Kurtz, Landry, Little, Lockhart, Mace, McCorkle, M« 

Donald, MeNair, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Murphy, 
Murray. Nabers, Andrew Parker, Penn, Penniman, Por 
ter. Powell, Price, Reed, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Robin 

son, Russell, Sabine, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoonma 
ker, Scurry, Skelton, , Vrederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, St. Martin, Stratton, 
Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetser, Taylor, Townshend, Walsh, 


John 


Stan 


Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Wells, Addison White, and 
Wilthiams——110. 
NAYS—Messers. Allison, Beale, Bragg, Clingman, Cobb, 


Conger, Cullom, Daniel, Dean, Dockery, Duncan, Dun 
ham, Eastman, Faulkner, Floyd, Thomas J. D. fuller, 
Hall, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Henn, Hibbard, Hous 
ton. Hunter, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
George G. King, Preston King, Letcher, Mann, Martin, 
Millson, Molony, Morehead, Orr, Outlaw, Samuel W. 
Parker, Peasiee, Perkins, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Toombs, Venable, Wallace, and 
Voodward—46. 

So (two thirds having vote. in the affirmative) 
the rules were suspended. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I now offer the resolution, and 
will say but one word in relation to it. This res- 
olution is in continuance of a time-honored cus- 
tom. ra 
compensation to the employees about this House 
and Capitol, which has been given to them at the 
close of every session of Congress for many years. 
It relates to a matter that is well understood, and 
without consuming further time upon it, I call the 
previous question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I riseto a question of order. 
I understand it to bea law of this House, and a 
coustitutional provision, that no money can be 
talen out of the Treasury except in pursuance of 
appropriations passed asa law by both Houses 
of Congress. Now, this subject was brought be- 
fore the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, and by an express vote was stricken 
out of the appropriation. ‘That bill has now 
passed this House, and there is not a dollar ap- 
propriated for the purpose of extra compensation; 
not a farthing either for this House or the Senate. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of lilinois. [rise to a ques- 
tion of order. The gentleman from Alabama is 
arguing his question of order—not stating it. 

_ Mr. HOUSTON. No, sir. Iam only stating 
it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, all I have to say is, 
that it is a very labored statement. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My point of order is, that 
while I acknowledge that there is a contingent 
fund out of which money may be paid for certain 
purposes, yet it is not in order to make appropri- 
ations out of that fund when Congress has ex- 
pressly refused to provide for that purpose. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand that the gentle- 
man shall state his point of order, and not argue it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
resolution is in order. 


The previous question was then seconded, and | 


the main question ordered to be put. 
‘The question now being upon the adoption of 
the resolution, 


It makes a provision for paying the extra | 


Mr. CLEVELAND demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and having 
been taken, the result was—yeas 107, nays 57; as 
follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, William Apple- 
ton, Ashe, Averett, Babcock, David J. Bailey, Barrere, 
Bartieu, Bell, Bibighaus, Bowie, John H. Boyd, Breckin- 
ridge, Brenton, Briggs, George H. Brown, Burrows, Busby, 
Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Chandler, 
Chastain, Clark, Clemens, Cottman, Curtis, Darby, George 
T. Davis, Dawson, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Edmundson, 
Ewing, Fay, Florence, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Gid- 
dings, Goodenow, Goodrich, Gorman, Green, Harper, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Horsford, Thomas 
M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, John Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, J. Glaney Jones, Kubus, Kurtz. Landry, Litde, 
Lockhart, Mace, McCorkle, McDonald, McNair, Henry D. 
Moore, John Moore, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Andrew 
Parker, Penn, Penniman, Polk, Porter, Powell, Price, 
Reed, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Robinson, Russell, Sabine, 
Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scurry, Snow, 
Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton$ Abra- 
ham P. Stephens, Stone, St. Martin, Stratton, Strother, 
Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetser, Taylor, Townshend, Waish, 
Ward, Watkins, Addison White, Williams, and Wood- 
ward—107. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Beale, Bragg, Cleveland, 
Clingman, Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dean, 
Dockery, Duncan, Dunham, Eastman, Floyd, Thomas J. 
). Puller, Grey, Grow, Hall, Hamilton, {sham G. Harris, 
Haven, Henn, Hibbard, Houston, Hunter, Jackson, Jenkins, 
Andrew Johnson, Daniel T. George W. Jones, 
George G. King, Preston King, Letcher, Mann, Martin, 
MeMullin, MeQueen, Millson, Molony, Morehead, Orr, 
Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, Peasiee, Perkins, Phelps, 
Origen 8S. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, 

Alexander H. Stephens, Thurston, Toombs, Venable, Wal- 
lace, and Wildrick 


Jones, 


wis 

So the resolution was adopted. 

{A message was here received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Assury Dickins, its Secretary, 
informing the House that the Senate had disagreed 
to the House amendment to Senate bill No. 586, 
to extend preémption rights to unsurveyed lands, 
and for other purposes. 

Also, that the Senate had passed House bilb No. 
366, to authorize the Selectmen of the town of 
Chelsea, in the State of Massachusetts, to lay out 
and make a way on land of the Onited States, in 
said town. 

Also, that the President had signed the follow- 
ing Senate bills : 

Senate bill, No. 125, An act for the relief of 
Mary W. Thompson, and Mrs. Elizabeth V. Lo- 
max, and Mrs. A. M. Dade; and 

Senate bill, No. 242, Anact to regulate the terms 
of the district court of the United States for the 
district of lowa. |] 

Mr. BRIGGS. I rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I move that the House now 


proceed to the business upon the Speaker’s table. | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
motion. 


Mr. BRAGG. 


L object to that 


I rise to a question of privilege. 
Mr. STUART. [rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 

York is recognized as rising to a question of 
yrivilere, 

Mr. BRIGGS. 
for the extra compensation be reconsidered, and 
that the motion to reconsider do lie upon the 
table. 

The question was taken on the latter motion; 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. HALL. I move that the rules be sus- 
| pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

Union. 
Mr. STUART. I rise to a question of order. 
PRE-EMPTION RIGHTS. 

Mr. BRAGG. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
| bama will state his question of privilege. 


- Mr. BRAGG. 


adopted by the House on yesterday to the bill 
extending preémption rights to unsurveyed lands 
and for other purposes. I move, sir, that this 
House insist upon its amendment, and ask for a 
committee of conference. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the gentleman from Alabama is not in order 
in making his motion at this time. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I now insist upon my mo- 


tion. 


I object to any 


| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Mich- | 


1 move that the vote just taken | 
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igan rises toa question of order, a motion having 


been submitted that the House resolve itself ints 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. : 
Mr. STUART. I yielded to this motion th 
other day, as a matter of courtesy. The point of 
order I make is, that the House having seconded 
the previous question on the reciprocity bill, that 
now, a®the commencement of the morning hour 
that bill is the first question in order. 
Mr. HIBBARD. Has the main question been 
ordered to be put? 
Mr. STUART. I call the gentleman to order. 
Mr. HIBBARD. I wish to make an inquiry 
of the Chair as to a matter of fact. : 
Mr. STUART. I call the gentleman to order. 
Mr. HIBBARD. I claim the right to make the 
inquiry. ? 


e 


RECIPROCITY BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen will resume 
their seats. Neither of them‘ have ,the right to 
address the Chair upon the point of order raised, 
and neither of them have a right to debate the 
proposition. 

The pending amendment in reference to the re- 
ciprocity bill is, whether the main question shall 
be now put. By the rules of the House, it is in 
order, at any time, to move to suspend the rules 
to go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
ofthe Union. The Chair would hgid, if the main 
question had been ordered to be now put, that it 


| would be inconsistent to move to go into the Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union: but 
the Chair decides that the motion is in order, the 
House having only seconded the motion for the 
previous question. . 

The Chair would suggest that each proposition 
could be determined quite as soon, perhaps, with- 
out questions of order as with them. The Chair 
does not, by any means, intend to rebuke genile- 
men by the remarks. 

Mr. BELL. Is it in order to send bills to com- 
mittees, as it is under the rule to send petitions? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. BELL. Then I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to report and refer a bill. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The 
question is upon the motion that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union. 
_Mr. STUART. I ask for tellers on that mo- 
tion. ee 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bexi and 
Bocock appointed. 
The House was divided; and the tellers reported 


, 83 in the affirmative. 


Mr. STUART. I demand the yeas and nays; 


and upon that demand [ call for tellers. 


I rise to a privileged question. | 


We have this morning received 
a message from the Senate, informing the House || 
that that body has disagreed to the amendment | 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. INGERSOLL 
and GayLorp were appointed. 

The House was divided, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 33, noes 104. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken and_there were— 
yeas 112, nays 63; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Allison, Ashe, Averett, 
Barrere, Bartlett, Beale, Bell, Bennett, Bibighaus, Bocock, 
Bragg, Brenton, Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, Bur- 
rows, Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, Chastain, 
Churchwell, Clark, Clemens, Clingman, Cobb, Coleock, 

| Cottman, Daniel, Darby, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dim- 
| mick, Dockery, Dunham, Eastman, Edmundson, Evans, 
Ewing, Faulkner, Ficklin, Gaylord, Goodenow, Grey, 
Grow, Hall, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Hascall, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hol 
laday, Horsford, Houston, Thomas M. Howe, Hunter, 
Jackson, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kuhns, Landry, Letcher, Mace, 
McCorkle, McNair, MeQueen, Millson, Henry D. Moore, 
John Moore, Murphy, Nabers, Orr, Outlaw, Andrew Par 
ker, Perkins, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Powell, Reed, Rich- 
ardson, Robie, Robinson, Sabine, Sackett, Savage, Schoo!l- 
craft, Skelton, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, 
St. Martin, Stratton, Sutherland, Sweetser, Toombs, Ven- 
able, Wallace, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Wilcox, Wil- 
drick, Williams, and Woodward—112. 

NAYS—Meesrs. Charles Allen, William Appleton, Bab- 
cock, Thomas H. Bayly, Bowie, Bowne, John H. Boyd, 
sreckinridge, Brooks, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cable, 
Chandler, Cleveland, Conger, Curtis, George T. Davis, 
Dean, Doty, Dunean, Durkee, Edgerton, Fay, Fitch, Fior- 
ence, Floyd, Henry M. Fuller, Giddings, Goodrich, Gor- 
man, Green, Hart, Haws, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, 
Ives, Jenkins, Daniel T. Jones, George G. King, Preston 
King, Kurtz, Little, Lockhart, Mann, Molony, Murray, 
Newton, Olds, Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Price. Rid- 
dle, Rchermerhorn, Schoonmaker, Origen 8. Beymour, 


upeeneerndens 
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Abraham P. 
ym, lewnsbend, 


Stephens, Strother, Stuart, 
rst Walsh, and Wells—63. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Snow. Taylor, || 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
Mr. Harris of Tennessee in the chair.) 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. At the last sitting the 
committee had under consideration the Senate 

rendments to the Army appropriation bill. The 

restion pending 1 is on the second amendment. 

[he Chair ruled on yesterday that the Senate 

nendments to the first clause of the bill consti- 

ee que entire amendment, and as such, was in- 
divisil ble; but upon an examination of the 53d 
.the Chair entertains the® Opinion that it is 
divis ible, and therefore directs the Clerk to read 
the first clause of the Senate amendment. 

The following amendment was then read: 

j \‘ For the defense of San Francisco, California, $500, - 
Gh) * 

. BAYLY, of Virginia. . When I addressed 
the seaatial on yesterday upon the amendment 
vhich [then offered, I confined my remarks to the 
point involved in it. I did so in consequence of 
the impression I then had that the general debate 
was stopped and I was confined to a five minutes 
speech, ‘and I do not know that, at this late period 
of the session, when every moment is so valuable, 
] should have gone further than I did even if I had 
not been under that mistake. But in the course 
of debate, some remarks were afterwards made, 
to which I desire to reply. 

The gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Carrrer,] 
partic a made two or three points, in reply to 
which, I desire to say a word or two only, for the 
time ‘have will not enable me to fo into an elabo- 
rate discussion. 

First: the gentleman seems to suppose that the 
introduction ‘of steam in the propulsion of vessels, 
and the telegraph, and the railroad, have dispensed 
with the necessity of fortifications. Now,I mean, 
in one or two common-sense remarks, to satisfy 
men, who are not military men, that precisely the 
reverse is the case. First, take the case of steam- 
boats, which they say can run’ by these fortifica- 
tions. The reply ig, they cannot do so; and if 
they could, not without being greatly disabled. 
These fortifications are designed in part as shel- 
ters in time of war for our shipping. * The intro- 
duction of steam has increased the necessity for 
that purpose for them. Take, for an illustration, 
the Chesapeake: In the late war, a few British 
ships and frigates commanded the whole Chesa- 
peake. Nearly all communication by water was 
cut off. Salt, in consequence, was very dear, and 
was manufactured in my county from sea-water, 
and was, to a large extent, carried in canoes, 
which, by running “along the shores, escaped? the 
British fleet and British ‘tenders, which even”our 
small schooners could seldom do. It is true, 
sometimes, with a fresh wind they could escape, 
but it would have been impossible to have done 
30 had theyBritish possessed steamboats, which 
would have picked up these small sail vessels and 
their cargoes, whenever they’ should dare to ven- 
ture out from the coves and inlets of the bay. In- 
dee dy those vessels were sometimes captured in 
ourfereeks, which, at thatJtime, was, their only 
place of refuge. The introduc tion of steam, so 
far from having diminished, has created an ‘ad- 
ditional necessity for harbors of refuge for our 
shipping. 

The gentleman advanced another idea.’ He 
says that by aid of our railroads and telegraph 
line es we could, in the case of the approach of a 

threatening force, bring to any 
body of men, at very short notice, for our protec- 
tion. Sir, telegraphs and railroads have increased, 
and not diminished the efficiency and the value of 
our fortifications, so far as our cities are concerned. 
Let me put an illustration which will be under- 
stood by everybody. When by the interposition 
of a fort an army was compelled to land eight or 
ten miles below a city, in old times, it did com- 
paratively but little good; for even then, when the 
landing was unexpected, they could overcome that 
eight or ten miles Eaheg any essential succor could 
arrive. But if they could be delayed a short time 
in that march by skirmishes, the aid of the tele- 
graph and the railroad would enable us to bring a 
force sufficient to meet and repel the invading foe. 
But without fortifications to delay the approach 


| a “a . 
necessity of fortifications, and m 


one point a large | 


_ THE CONGRESS SIONAL GL OBE. 





of an enemy, the tele -craph and the railread would 
be comparatively useless. Take me ce 
city. What use would the railroad and telegraph 
be as a means of defense if a steam fleet could 
ascend the Potomac without inte rruption, and give 
us the first notice of his approt ach by bombarding 
the town from Greenleaf’s Point? They could 
destroy the town and clear out, vet out of our 
reach before succor could arrive, and we would not 
have the poor satisfaction of expelling him, per- 
haps with loss. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour at which debate 
on this bill was to be closed has arrived, and the 
only remarks in order hereafter, must be made 
under the five-minutes rule. 

Mr. BAYLY. I move to increase the appro- 
priation for San Francisco one dollar. 

The efficiency of fortifications is increased great- 
ly in consequence of the rapidity with which a 


ise of ths 


| force can be concentrated and got together by rail- 


roads and by the aid of telegraphs 
Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting ). Mr. 
man, what is the amendment pending? 
The CHAI RMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is speaking to an amendment offered by 
him. 
Mr. BAYLY. 





Chair- 


I am endeavoring to show the 
remarks are in 
order to the amendment which I have made to in- 
crease the appropriation for San Francisco one 
dollar. I repeat, the efficiency of fortifications in de- 
laying an enemy, by forcing him to land below 
a town, and marching up, instead of coming up, 
without interruption, ‘by steam, so far from being 
superseded by the introduction of railroads and 
telegraphs, has infinitely been increased by them. 

Suppose, sir, that when the British landed here to 

take this capital and burn it, wehad had railroads 
and telegraphs, and they had been compelled to 
land some thirty or forty miles from this place. 
Why, sir, the telegraph and the railroads, before 
they could have reached this capital, would have 
brought volunteers from Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
and from many other points. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. I rise to a 
question of order. I would willingly see the gen- 
tleman from Virginia indulged, but we are exceed- 
ingly pressed for time, and | insist that the gentle- 
man, having offered an amendment to increase the 
appropriation ohe dollar, he shall confine his re- 
marks to show that the one dollar is necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that the 
gentleman must confine his remarks to the neces- 
sity of an increase of the appropriation. 

| Mr. BAYLY. I thought I was doing so. It 
will increase the efficiency of the fortifications to 
the extent of the increase of the appropriation, 
and I want to show the necessity—as | think I am 
showing—of these fortifications. 

But there was another idea presented by the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Carrrer.] Heasks, 

| do you want fortifications to protect your Navy? 
And he seems to think it something unbecoming 
to the Navy in any case to want protection. Was 
there ever a case in the world, and wil] there ever 
be a case in the world as long as commanders are 
sensible, where a very greatly inferior force will 
not seek for shelter from the attack of a greatly 
superior one, when they have the opportunity to 
| attain it? Nay, even with equal forces, do not all 
military men seek for advantages ? Did Welling- 
| ton, at Waterloo, think it was unbecoming Eng- 
lish valor to lay down behind a hill and let his 
troops be cannonaded for hours and hours? He 
lay there and received the comparatively harmless 
fire of the French, and thereby gained great ad- 
| vantage in the baitle in consequence. Was it un- 
manly in Jackson, at New Orleans, to get behind 
cotton bags, and by their assistance as much as 
anything else, achieve his glorious vittory? In 
naval warfare, is it anything unmanly to have a 
place of refuge to which you may retire when pur- 
sued by a superior force; or a place from which to 
sally when you have an opportunity of striking 
| an V dective blow? Ido not so understand mili- 
| tary science. 

Besides, these fortifications are money-savin:;, 
and, if I had the time, I could demonstrate it by 
figures. Take such a fortification as Old Point, 
| which does not require one and one half per cent. 

to keep it up, whilst it obviates, to a great extent, 
| the necessity for a large naval force T. ike the 
case of any of ourcities. Without fortificat ions, 


you would be compelled, for their protection, to | 
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have a fleet at each of them equal to an invading 
force. But with the aid of fortifications, a less 
ce will do. 


on . 
The cost of Keeptl 


naval fox 


g up a ship-of-the-line is Very 


great. Ordinarily they do not last, without very 
great repairs, more than seven years. «Indeed, 


almost 
last 
one 


after they are that old, they 
rebuilt. Fortifications, with 
forever. One is permanent, is frail; 
does not decay, ) and one is more 
efficient than the other for the protection of a town. 
Besides, when you have proper fortifications, you 
arly? 


require to be 
slight repairs, 
the otner 


the other does: 


do not reg juire in time of War so large a re 


trained army. Militia are not generally effective 
in the field; but in a fortification, where they fieht 
under protection and cannot run, they do very 
well. Inan emergency, the neighborhood people 
could, to a large extent, man your fortifications, 
and thus become valuable auxiliaries to your army 


The gentle 


,» Arm yor 


in the field, and to your navy. 
from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] says 
mercial marine, and let them pro 
Arm merchant vessels—brigs and 


man 
ir com- 
ect themselves. 


‘hoc ners—-lo 
protect themselves against a British or French 
fleet! Besides, it is against the policy of modern 
times to arm private vesssels. ‘The temptation to 
them, who are under no control of responsible 


officers, is too great to attack and plunder others 
than the enemy. L rere vt ti 
fully into this matter. 1| have only hit the 
points. ] 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BA y Pe then, 
drew his amendment. 
Mr. LETCHER. 
one dollar; 
the system of legislation which has bee 
in the other end of the C for the | 
carrying measures throug body. The gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. H sterday 
stated a very good and substantial reason why the 
appropriations for fertifications oug 
out of this bill, and that was, that these proposi- 
tions could not stand on their own merits-—that a 
fortification bill introduced into inis House could 
not be passed through it, and that the only way 
left, for the purpose of securing appropriations of 
this sort, was by including them in other bills, 
with which they had no legitimate connection. 
The consequence will be, sir, if this principle be 
tolerated here, that we will, in all probability, find 
in the appropriation bills, when to us 
by the other branch of Congress, various provis- 
iona which have been voted ain and again 
in this House, and which there ts slightest 
possibility can be passed, if presented alone. The 


rt | have nx 


io Fo 


salient 


by unanimous consent, 


I move to strike out all save 
and l do so because [ am opposed to 
nce nted 
initol, urpose of 
h this 


OWARD] on ye 


ht to be stricken 


acl 
Sent DACcK 


down ag 


not the 


Senate will resort to this means for the pur- 
pose of giving them vitality and to secure their 
adoption. I trust that the committee will make 
the question here now, and that it will conform to 
the rule already established, and rule out all prop- 
ositions which are not legitimately and directly 


connected with the bill itself. 

‘There ig with reference to the 
bill which looked to Were esti- 
mates furnished to the House for the precise items 
embraced in it? Are the amounts proposed for 
these several fortifications necessary in 
tion of the proper Departmer tof the Government ? 
We heard of est on, but 
when they were called for, they turned out to be 
the estimates of particular r individuals, and not 
those of the particular De; partments having charge 
of th 1 propositions. 

Mr. BOWIE. If the”gentleman will refer to 
the estimates sent here by the Secretary of the 
Treasury this year, he will find estimates for the 
six fortifications embraced in xs ceaandieaiin a 
the Senate. ' 

Mr. LETCHER. Isthere any estimate for the 
fortification for San Francisco? 

Mr. BOWIE. I think there is, 

Mr. LETCHER. Whatis it? 

Mr. BOWIE. I cannot exactly remember it; 
but there are estim % s for all of them. 

Mr. LETCHE There it is. Here is a 
proposition t to ext es $500,000, by way of be rine 
ning, at San Franci isco, & nd we are not ft OW 
before it 14 


another thing 


oucht to be 


the estima- 


imates on another occa 


much it is thought the work will ec 

completed. What does the Secretary tel! us we 
are to appropri: ate before it is comple ted and made 
available? Looking to the prices tn that part of the 


U nion, it will cost from $5,000,000 to $10,000 ,000. 
Yes, sir, we are now to start oll with this appro- 












































































+f 


Coe ne, 


od sage yt eet 


at 





980 


priation of $500,000, and then to continue year 
after year to appropriate, until sufficient has been 
received to secure the object in view. 

{Flere the hammer fell.] . 

Mr. DEAN. I would ask, Mr. Chairman, the 
ear of the committee only for one moment, while I 
vivethe reasons why, in my judgment, this amend- 
ment ought not to prevail, and the amendment of the 
Senate for $500,000, for the protection of our prin- 
cipal city’on the Pacific ought to be concurred in. 
‘There is now no fortification of any kind there, 
and San Francisco is not protected in any manner. 
its harbor is the only place of refuge on that coast; 

and although the gentleman from Ohio [Mr Cart- 
ren} informed us last evening that we did not need 
forts to protect our Navy, he will allow me to say 
that we do need them to protect our merchant- 
A protection is needed particularly for the 
harbor of San Francisco, the best, largest, and 
most important of any in the Pacific, and I trust 
that we will not hear the argument urged against 
it, that those who live inland have no interest in 
the defenses of the sea-board. This is a proposition 
in which we are all interested, and none more so 
than the central and agricultural States. Thereis 
not in this bill one dollar appropriated for fortifi- 
cations anywhere in the State of New York. But 
we have an interest in the welfare of every portion 
of the Confederacy, and in any vote that I ever 
give, | ask not in what particular section the 
money appropriated is to be expended. Weare 
voting annually thousands and millions for the 
defense of our western borders against the Indians. 
And now I say, that equal and sufficient protection 
is no more than the people of California and Ore- 
gon, and our merchant-ships, have a right to ask. 
California is putting into the nation’s lap untold 
millions, and we refuse her a mere pittance in re- 
turn, when that pittance is required, too, for pro- 
tection anddefense. [ would inquire of gentlemen, 
what would become of our immense commerce on 
the Pacific coast in case of war, if we refuse this 
ippropriation? There is not aState of the Union 
which is not more or less interested in this matter. 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lercner] ob- 
jects to the appropriation because we have no 
specific report. It has been before the Committee 
on Finance of the Senate, and the appropriation is 
to be expended under the direction of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Mr. HOUSTON. What committee of the Sen- 
ate has it been before? 

Mr. DEAN. Itis an amendment of the Sen- 
ate, and the presumption is that it was before the 
Committee on Finance. It has not, I believe, 
been before any committee of this House. It is 
enough to know that the money is to be expended 
under the direction of the President of the United 
States, who was said, before the election and after- 
wards, to be economical and against the unneces- 
sary expenditure of the public money. I am will- 
ing to trust to his discretion for expending $500,000 
to protect the commerce of our Pacific coast. 

Mr. BAYLY,~of Virginia, made a 
which was not heard by the reporter. 

Mr. DEAN. I am informed that these esti- 
mates of appropriations were also sent to the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman’s informa- 
Lion 18 Incorrect. 

Mr. BAYLY. I beg the ventleman’s pardon. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is granted, but neverthe- 
less itis incorrect. 

Mr. BAYLY. I beg leave to say that the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
is mistaken. The estimates were sent to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and they included 
estimates for fortifications. , 

Mr. HOUSTON. My friend from Virginia is 
generally very knowing, but in this particular he 
1s decidedly in error. He asked my pardon, 
and I grant it. Estimates for fortifications were 

sent to the Coramittee on Ways and Means, but 
there were none for California. The gentleman 
has not looked at them, 1 think. 

Mr. BAYLY. The chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means says that I am very knowing, 
and, as I do not desire to take issue with him, I 
will tell him, without meaning anything-disre- 
spectfal, that [ am in this respect knowing, be- 
cause I do know. That is all. Although this 
particular estimate may not have been sent, the 
whole subject of fortifications was referred to that 
committee. 
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| $3,000,000 every month passing out of the mouth 


| American coast as if it were urged to it by a law 


THE 


| ing out of that harbor, the great and growing trade 


surely some protection at the hands of the Ameri- 
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knows that that is not the way to deal with this | 
question. 
tions submitted for California either to the House | 


or any of its committees. That is the way of | 
getting off of the question. I do not think | 


proper 

Mr. STUART. I rise to a question of order. | 
To facilitate business hereafter i would raise “the 
question that to strike out one of these amend- 
ments is not in order, because it is precisely the | 
same as the motion to concur. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that | 
opinion to be correct. 

Mr. LETCHER then, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. MARSHALL. | move to amend by in- 
creasing the appropriation five dollars, in order 
that I may make a remark or two on this ques- 
tion. I have been prepared, Mr. Chairman, with 
very full estimates in regard to this work; and there 





has been submitted to me, and I have no doubtto |} 
the Committee on Ways and Means of this House || 
also, a very full awd able report, exhibiting the ne- | 


cessity, as well as showing the cost, of all of the 


vide. It would, of course, be impossible to lay 
before the committee, at this time, any intelligible 
abstract even of those estimates or the argument | 


which that report so clearly states. But a single 


moment’s consideration, it appears to me, will || 


satisfy every member of this committee, that if | 
the American people intend to protect American | 
territory—if it’is the purpose of Congress to main- | 
tain an army at all, or that we shall stand armed | 


among the armed Powers of the world, the equal || 
of all—it is absolutely indispensable that a coast | 


so important and so exposed as that of California | 
should, at least, be able to make some show of 
resistance against any, the very feeblest force that | 
might be brought to invade it. I have had occa- 
sion before, on this floor, to assert a fact known | 
to every man at all acquainted with the condition 
of our western coast, that a single armed ship 
might lay the whole American commercial marine | 
in the harbor of San Francisco and along that 
coast in ashes, and might destroy, beyond possi- 
bility of our defense, three of the most important 
cities in California. 

The city of San Francisco is approached by a 
narrow channel of an average of about one mile in 
width and five miles in length from the sea, capable 
of absolute defense at a very Small expense in any 
part, by fortifications placed upon either side. No- 
where along the extent of this whole four or five 
miles is there a gun bearing upon this point. 


Every gentleman at a single glance would see that | 


a fortification there is absolutely necessary, if we 
mean to be armed at all. If we wish to be pre- 


pared at any time for resistance or defense, that | 


point, of all others, calls most loudly for some ap- 
propriation for that purpose. Besides, the exposed 
condition of the three cities of California—San 
Francisco, Sacramento. and Stockton—there are 


of that harbor. The city of San Francisco might 
be laid under contribution by even the most insig- 
nificant army which should attack it. The Chi- 
nese trade—which is tending as necessarily to that 


of nature, by the gravitation of trade by a commer- 
cial necessity—averages nearly $18,000,000 per 
annum. This trade must necessarily find its loca- 
tion somewhere and must touch upon our western 
coast. Three millions of dollars every month pass- 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Everything then connected | questions. The House have wise villas that are 
with the defense of the country? The gentleman || important for our legislation, that but o 


There was no estimates for fortifica- || 
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> great 
subject should be legislated upon at once, and 
every one of these amendments Is against the rules 
of our House. Though that may not be a suffi- 
cient reason for rejecting them, yet it is suf. 
cient reason for their rejection, when the House 
cannot deliberate and pass upon them an intellj- 
gent judgment. Here, in this bill, the fortification 
bill is to be introduced, and provision made for 

rivate wagon ways for Oregon and California. 
You have in the bill an appropriation of $100,000 
for the purpose of paying somebody for the discoy- 
ery of ether. You have a provision for a Pacific 
railroad; andyou have job upon job to plunder the 
Governmentin the military bill, and the Represent- 
atives of the American people are called upon to 
vote for all these great and grave questions upon 
| five minute speeches. You do gross injustice to 
| yourselves; you betray the great interests of the 
American people when you pass upon important 
measures in this manner. Let the House reject 
the amendments; let the Senate devote their time 
to maturing bills, and send them to us to be acted 
upon deliberately, and then, whichever way Con- 
gress determines for itself, they will havea right so 


toact. But, to act upoh them in this way, is not 
|| only to abdicate our powers, but to abdicate our 
duties. Put your hands upon these amendments 


and strike them out. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Mar 
SHALL’s amendment, and it was not agreed to 

Mr. WALSH. I propose to increase the 
/amount ten dollars. 1 have heard in silence the 
oracles of the House, who are permitted to en- 
lighten us, with great pleasure, but the objections 
made to these fortification appropriations this 
morning are of a description that I desire to no- 
tice. The attention of the whole country has 
been for a series of years attracted to the deficien- 
cies of our Navy, and every man within the Re- 
public’s limits, might well be supposed to know 
that the additions proposed by the bill of Mr. 
| Stanton came very far short of meeting the ne- 
cessities of the case. Yet the honorable gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] appealed most earn- 
estly to the House not to act when there was no 
time for deliberation. To-day a similar train of 
remark has been adopted in reference to the Sen- 
ate amendment on the subject of fortifications. 


| We have been told that these propositions have 


been irregularly placed in the bill, and do not come 
| before the House under circumstances which en- 
| title them to our consideration. Sir, most of the 
| appropriations are based upon estimates that are 
stereotyped. They have been before the country 
for along time. The public mind has long since 
decided that they are reasonable and proper. 

Mr. Chairman, this is not the time nor the oc- 
casion to complain of the Senate. When they 
send us new matter, not readily understood, let 
denunciation be heard. We are now, at the in- 
stance of that body, called to legislate in accord- 
ance with the will and the expectation of the people. 
The sentiment is almost universal, that the national 
honor requires the strengthening of both arms 
of the public defense. In a few weeks the fishing 
| interests on the northern coast will be again at 
hazard; and while I earnestly hope that all difficul- 
ties in that quarter may be amicably settled, I insist 
that it is not the part of patriotism to fail to pro- 
vide for the adver-e alternative. The mails of the 
United States are searched by order of the Captain 
General of Cuba. He months ago refused to 
allow the passengers and mails to be landed from 
a vessel sailing under the flag of your country. 
| Can you say with confidence that these things 





which now amounts to $18,000,000 annually needs 


can people. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. TOOMBS. I oppose the amendment, not 
from any special hostility to that particular appro- 
priation, but I wish to call the attention of the 
House to the whole system in this bill. We have 
discussed this question of fortification here in this 
discussed it, when we had time, and when bills 
came up from proper committees. 
branch of Congress have thought proper to brin 
in and attach to this military bill the most unusua 
and important schemes ever presented to Congress, 
and weare expected, under the five minutes’ debate, 
in two hours’ time allowed to us, to decide these 


House for the last three years, and wereeey 


The other || 


portend nothing? Do you suppose that the Cap- 
tain General would have played ‘ such tricks be- 
fore high Heaven,”’ if not backed by an influence 
more potent than that of his Home Government? 
Have not the signs of the times told you where 
that more potent influence is to be found? Some- 
where about eighteen months ago England and 
France ordered a police naval force to your coast 
to compel you to keep the peace. I believe, sir, 
that this would have been regarded as an act of 
| war, if the condition of our defenses had allowed. 
| 

| 





As it was, it passed with scarce a rebuke. [| say, 
Mr. Chairman, that it should have been considered 
an act of war. The expedition was an annuncia- 
tion to us that we were incompetent to the execu- 
tion of our own laws, and proposed the capture 
of men before the commission of any overt act 
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? 
against the dominion of Spain or the law of na- } 
vons. Is this all? With a full knowledge of the || 
course of our councils on the subject of Cuba— || 
with a perfect acquaintance with the ‘ law of our 
litical existence,’ the two Powers sought to bind 
the United States by solemn treaty, never to at- | 
tempt by any means whatever to procure posses- | 
sion of the Island of Cuba. I have not time to 
dwell upon these matters. If they do not portend | 
a coming storm, they are at least full of warning. | 

Mr. Chairman, under these circumstances, I | 
onor the motives of the Senate and glory in their 
ction. They have reminded us of our remiss- 

ss, and given us a chance of repentance. Sir, 
we have almost fatally neglected our duty. The 

indition of San Francisco, as so glowingly illus- 
trated by the Representative from California, [Mr. 
MarsHALL,] is but a type of the condition of the 
large cities on the Atlantic board. 

[fin reference to our relations with Cuba, France 
and England shall determine to interfere, they will 
strike without notice. They have kept constantly 
hovering upon our coast large fleets; first, for the 
purpose, as [ before said, of binding us over to 
keep the peace; and afterwards, upon the pretense | 
of suppressing the slave trade. In three days the 
most valuable points on the Atlantic coast might 
be laid under contribution; and with these facts | 
before our eyes, and ringing in our ears, we are 
required to nullify the action of the Senate upon a 

oint of order. Let us rather admit that the 
representatives of State sovereignty have been 
more faithful to the wants of the people than have 
been their more immediate representatives. 

A word or two to the representatives of the 
West, and I shall have done. The completion of 
the great lines of rails have brought the interior 
in close connection with the cities upon the sea- 
Let them remember that the mighty treas- 
ures which their fruitful soil is now pouring out 
in profusion must find their depét and mart in the 
localities which may either be subjected to desola- 
tion or to tribute. I know, Mr. Chairman, that 
to prevent eithercatastrophe my own people would 
stand to the last gasp in the last ditch; but without 
the appliances which the art of war demands, the 
stout heart may despair, and the most stalwart 
urm be palsied. 

Considerations of interest as well as of national 
honor, invite, then, the support of western gen- 
tlemen to the proposed legislation. But let me 
make no sordid appeals. ‘There is enough in the 
country which is common to us all to insure even 
i sacrifice, if patriotism asks it, to be incurred. 
With a domain extending from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific, calling for oceans as boundaries, and all | 
its lines, home lines, it should be the pride and the 
privilege of every American citizen to protect all 
parts of it, free from the polluting tread of the in- 
vader. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I am opposed to 
this amendment. I listened with attention to 
the remarks of my friend from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomss,] and I agree with him, to a large extent. 
The gentleman says that putting appropriations 
for fortifications in the Army bill, is an irregular 
mode of legislation. All this is true. He says 
the appropriation for the Pacific railroad and some 
other appropriations in this bill are out of place. 
This is true also. But why has it been done? 
Why is it that these appropriations for fortifica- 
tions are in the Army bill? It is because the for- 
tification bill proper has never, at this session, 
been before the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My friend from Virginia is 
mistaken again. There was a fortification bill re- 
ported by the committee, and it was discussed at 
the last session. 

Mr. BAYLY. The fortification bill, in the 
Committee of the Whole, did not come before this 
House from the Committee on Ways and Means 
—the committee from which it ought to have come. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My friend is excessively 
unfortunate. I, as chairman of that committee, 
reported that fortification bill. 

Mr. BAYLY. 
a bill was it that the gentleman reported ? [Laugh- 
ter.) It was not a fortification bill at all; but it was 
an anti-fortification bill. I, as an independent mem- 
ber of this House, introduced in the committee, at 
the last session, a bill in accordance with the esti- 


ast. 


mates, as a substitute for the anti-fortification bill | 
of the gentleman, but it was not acted upon; and at | 


this session no effort has been made to procure 


| the chairman of the Committee on 


|| ment. 


I know the facts. What sort of || 
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action upon it. That is the reason that the Sen- 
ate, from the necessity of the case, have put ap- 
propriations in this bill which they have thought 
it was necessary should be made. The excuse for 
this legislation arises solely out of the fact of the 


inability of the friends of fortifications to get the 


question fairly before this House. What duty es- 
pecially had I, except as any other member whose 
constituents are somewhat interested in this mat- 
ter, to introduce this bill? 4 was notcharged with 
it. It did not belong to my committee. It was in 
charge of the Committee on Ways and Means. 
My own opinion is, that when a bill is referred to 
a committeexthat committee should report, if they 
have an opportunity, upon it favorably or ad- 
versely. They ought to bring the subject before 
the House, and let the House consider it. The 
gentleman from Geergia [Mr. Toomns] is right 
in saying that this sort of irregular legislation is 
utterly indefensible, and the only possible excuse 
for it on the face of the earth is, that it was not 
brought up legitimately. I am notcomplaining of 
Ways and 
Means. I havenot done it. I know his difficul- 
ties probably as well as any other member in this 
House. I know that when I was on that committee 
I had sometimes a difficulty in getting before the 
House subjects to which a majority of that com- 
mittee happened to be opposed. No committee, 
certainly, has a right to smother a subject which 
has been legitimately referred to it, and which ought 
to be brought before the House that action may be 
had upon it. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Hovston] talks of the fortification bill that he in- 
troduced. Has the gentleman ever asked to take 
it up? 

Mr. HOUSTON. The bill was taken up and 
discussed at some length, until the House deter- 
mined to close general debate. My friend from 
Virginia made a speech, and offered an amend- 
ment, which he had a right to do, and which the 
House had a right to debate. 

Mr. BAYLY. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him when he urged action upon that report 
of his? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I urged action upon several 
days. 

Mr. BAYLY. At this session? 

Messrs. Stanty and CLEVELAND made some 
response, not a word of which was heard by the 
reporter. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. W acsn’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move to strike 
out the eightieth and ninetieth lines. I do not 
want to discuss this matter. It has been sufficient- 
ly discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis not in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The question will be put, 
I presume, ‘‘ will the House concur 

Mr. FREEMAN. If the gentleman’s amend- 
ment is not in order, I desire to submit an amend- 





The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that it is 
not in order to move to strike out the whole ap- 
propriation. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Then I move to amend the 
clause by adding the words ‘‘ under the direction 
of the Secretary of War.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that it is 
not in order to move to strike out the entire clause 
under consideration, the question being, ‘* Will 
the committee concur?’? A _ non-concurrence 
would effect the object of the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The question is, ‘ Will 
the committee concur in the amendment of the 
Senate?’’ and it is in order to perfect thgamend- 
ment of the Senate by striking out a particular 
line. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Doesthe gentleman appeal 
from the decision of the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair entertains the 
opinion that the amendment of the gentleman from 

eorgia is not in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Then I move to strike out 
“7 ,000’’ in the eightieth line. 

r. FREEMAN. That amounts to the same 
thing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 

that amendment is out of order. Te 

Mr. STEPHENS. I appeal from the decision 

of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment proposed 


_— 


by the gentleman from Georgia is to strike out the 
whole appropriation contained in the clause, and 
the Chair holds that it is not in order. From 
this decision the gentleman from Georgia appeals. 


Mr. STEPHENS. I demand tellers on the 
appeal, 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Canrtrer 


and HaMILTON were appointed. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Will the Chair please to state 
what is the precise question ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
Senate is as follows: 

“ For the defense of San Francisco, California, $500,000, *’ 

The gentleman from Georgia moves to amend 
by striking out ** $500,000,”’ which is the entire 
appropriation. The Chair holds that that amend- 
in order 
attained by non-concurring in the Senate's amend- 
ment. 

Mr. STUART. Will the Chair allow me to 
make a single suggestion ? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not strictly in 
order, but the Chair will hear the gentleman’s 
suggestion. 

Mr. STUART. The gentleman from Georgia 
might hereafter move to insert &300,000, or any 
other sum, in place of €500,000 sticken out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would hold 
that to be in order. 

Mr. STUART. Well, sir, the geentleman from 
Georgia does not move to strike out the whole 
clause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark, in 
reply, that striking out the whole of the appro- 
priation is virtually striking out the entire clause. 
The Chair holds that it is not in order 

The question was then taken on the appeal, 
‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
and the tellers re 


ment Is not The same object may be 


judgment of the committee? ”’ 
ported—ayes 72, noes 4&8. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained, and 
the amendment ruled out of order. 

Mr. BOWNE. I offer the following as an 
amendment to the Senate amendment: 

For Fort Richmond, New Y ork, $60,000, and for repairs 
of Fort Hamilton, New York, 810,000 
“1 do not want to discuss the question of appro 
priations for fortifications. That has already been 
done, and I will not insult the good sense of the 
House by standing up ‘here to argue on the pro- 
priety of forts in the harbor of New York, if we 
are to have forts anywhere. I believe that every 
schoolboy in the country will recognize that neces- 
sity, if the House concludes that there is a neces- 
sity for forts anywhere. I shal!, therefore, leave 
the subject to the good sense of the House, and only 
say further, that you have got Moses and the 
Prophets, and if you will not believe them, you 
would not believe one, though he should rise from 
the dead. 

Mr. FREEMAN. I suppose that amendment 
is not in order. I understand that the amendment 
for the defense of San Francisco has not yet been 
disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tleman from New York proposes his as 
ment to that amendment. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Hes not the Senate amend 
ment been concurred in? 

The CHAIRMAN. No, it has not. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Well, sir, | am opposed to 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York: 
first, because I hold that it is not in order; and in 
the second place, because New York already has 
a system of fortifications; and inasmuch as there 
isa great war made upon fortifications here, I see 
no reason why, at this time, we should make the 
appropriations which the gentleman from New 
York asks for. They have got surplus popula- 
tion enough there to defend the city, but in San 
Francisco they have not got that. If you give to 
San Francisco as much as the appropriations 
which have already been expended at New York, 
the friends of the country generally will be well 
satisfied. 

Now, I was sorry to hear the opposition made 
by the gentleman from Georgia, upon the ground 
that this amendment of the Senate is in violation 
of the rules of the House. Sir, it is an extraor- 
dinary fact, that if you look to the history of the 
country, and particularly to the history of this 
House, every i thing that has ever been done 
has been done by a suspension of the rules, and 
entirely out of order. If the people of this coun- 


That is so, and the gen- 
an amend- 































































PRES RE eee 


gee ET 


eae 









a 






ee ae 


















































































en nn ee eee 


Sane opt ty 





. 
982 
try had waited to achieve their independence of 
Great Britain until it could be done tn regular 


order, we should have been under a monarchical 
government at this d Ly; and il we wait to make 
appropriations for the defense of California until 
it ean be done in the regular order of doing busi- 
ness in this House, California will be taken by 
Shanghai or Hong Kong, or some other outlandish 
city in that region of the world. The people of 
China could come across now and take the city. 
Why, sir, there are nearly Chinese enough at 
work in San Francisco now, with a little aid from 
their own country, to take California and make 
it a Chinese province. 

Sir, it is perfectly astounding to me how this 

fouse will stand still and see millions of property, 
and the lives of hundreds of thousands of Amer- 
ican citizens, periled on the Pacific coast, and re- 
fuse to vote a dollar of appropriation for the de- 
fense of that portion of the Union. And when 
we propose to mount a few guns at the city of San 
Francisco for the defense of American hberty— 
not for the defense of San Francisco only—we find 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Lercuer,] 
who seems to be acting the part of Shylock here, 
claiming his particular pound of flesh, because, I 
suppose, he thinks that Old Virginia is not exactly 
interested in this matter. Sut he is mistaken. 
Virginia is interested in this matter. The honor 
of the whole country is involved in it. The lib- 
erties of the country areat stake. We have placed 
s0 much reliance upon the volunteer forces of this 
country since the war with Mexico, that gentle- 
men in this Hall seem to think that our people, 
unaided by fortifications, unaided by war-ships, 
unaided by arms, can rise and with their fists resist 
any attack that may be made upon them by a for 
eign foe. We have evinced a spirit of hardihood, 
carelessness, and indifference to the commerce of 
the country, and the lives of ourmen, women, and 
children, which no nation on the face of the earth 
ever exhibited before. I ask this House when, 
in the history of the civilized or barbarian world, 
there has been an instance where 

{tlere the hammer fell. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I rise to a question 
of order. Lsubmit that the amendment of the gen* 
tleman from New York is notin order, for the rea- 
son that it is not pertinent to the Senate amend- 
ment. It may be that the House is willing to 
appropriate a certain amount of money for the 
defense of New York, but if the amendment is ad- 
mitted here, the committee must vote this precise 
sum, and can have no opportunity of amending it 
in any way. ‘This difficulty arises from the fact 
that an amendment, not pertinent to the one under 
consideration, has been received by the Chair. I 
think the amendment is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair holds that the 
amendment is in order, if the works for which it 
provides are authorized by existing law. The 
Chair is notadvised as to that fact, but is disposed 
to overrule the point of order. 

Mr. CABELL. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from New York to withdraw his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BOWNE. I withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I move pro forma to amend 

the Senate amendment by increasing the appro- 
priation fifty dollars; and I do it for the purpose 
of appealing to the committee to forbear unneces- 
sery debate, and to express the opinion to the 
commitiee and to the country, that if gentlemen 
will observe that kindness towards each other 
which I think usually marks the course of the 
members of this House, we can pass upon every 
amendinent to this bill, and to the other appro- 
priation bills, pass every bill upon the Speaker’s 
table, and do something for the credit of the 
Thirty-second Congress. For one, I am ready to 
vote upon every amendment without further dis- 
CUussion. 
_ Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 1 am opposed to 
increasing this appropriation, and [| want to say 
another word or two with respect to the argument 
made use of by thegentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Toomss,] as to the irregularity of this mode of 
appropriation. When I spoke before, i said that 
the report upon this subject which was made by 
the Committee on Ways and Means at the last 
session, was nota fortification bill, but an anti- 
fortification bill. I have that bill in my hand. 

Mr. SKELTON. I rise to a question of order; 
and I do it for the purpose of facilitating the busi- 





ness of the House. 
to confine their remarks entirely to the amendment 
under consideration. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
der the rule, a member must confine his remarks 
to an explanation of his amendment, or when 
opposing an amendment, to arguments against 
the adoption of that amendment. 
Mr. BA YLY. That is, no doubt, true. I ac- 
quiesce in the decision of the Chair, with pleas- 
ure; but when arguments have been advanced by 
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wn ° . 
The rule requires gentlemen | 


The Chair holds that un- | 


a member in support of an amendment, they may 


be answered by a member opposing it. 


This bill, to which | have referred, was reported | 
| on the 17th of August, only thirteen days before | 


the adjournment of Congress, leaving out the | 


Sundays, and every gentleman here knows how 
impossible it is to get up such e bill in the last hours 
of thesession. What wasthat bill? It contained 
an appropriation of $134,000. For what? For 
continuing such important fortifications as the 
Tortugas, Pea Patch Island, or Sollers’s Point? 
No, sir; from the beginning to the end it is ** for 
repairs,’ ‘* for repairs,”’ * for repairs.’’ 
what is the amount? It is exactly one and one 
third per cent. on the whole cost of these fortifi- 


And || 


cations, which have cost upwards of $30,000,000. | 
Sir, | want to make no point with the Committee | 


on Ways and Means. I know their difficulties 
and the responsibility which rests upon them. 
But when I do state facts in this House, I have 
some pride in my accuracy, and | have here the 


bill appropriating $134,000 ‘in all for the repair of | 


some four or five fortifications. 1 repeat, that so 
far from being a fortification bill, it is an anti-forti- 
fication bill. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Thegentleman says that he | 


desires to be accurate in his facts. I also desire 
that he should be so. [Lam not imputing motives 
to him or finding fault with him for making a mis- 
take, but he certainly did it. But I do not sup- 


| dering. 
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particular locality or the ultimate cost of the 
work, or of the amount of money which can be 
properly expended during the current year? Not 
a word. e are acting perfectly at random, and 
we might as well appropriate $100,000 or $200,000, 
or $50,000, for any knowledge we have upon the 
subject. Shall we be prepared to lay out this sum 
in this year, or the next, or in the next ten? 
we do not know which. This amendment now 
comes in here near the close of the session, when 
this House is not prepared to act upon it except 
in the dark, and cannot be prepared to act upon 
it otherwise before the close of the session, be- 
cause it has no facts and no evidence before it. 
Now I do not say, by any means, that I am op- 
posed to the defense of our coast upon the Pacific 
at a proper time, and under proper circumstances; 
but when it costs five dollars upon that coast to do 
the work which could be done for one upon the 
Atlantic coast, I say itis extravagance; it is squan- 
It is an alarming disregard of the inter- 
ests of the nation to lay out $500,000 of the pub- 
lic money, under circumstances like these. Gen- 
tlemen talk about the dangers to our commerce 
upon the Pacific coast. Why, sir, we can reach 
that coast in thirty days, and even now we have 
a larger effective force upon that coast than all the 
combined nations of the world. We have more 
steamers, and, with the merchant vessels which 
may be fitted out for our defense, [ say, again, 


| that we can command, in thirty days, a larger 


maritime force upon the Pacific than all the world 
besides. 

But gentlemen talk about the increasing danger 
upon that coast, and the increasing necessity there 
is for us to provide against it. Now, I undertake 
to say that the contrary is the fact; that our dan- 


| ger diminishes as our power increases upon that 


coast. We have had additional steamers going 
there every month, and they are increasing from 


| year to year. 


pose he convinced this House, and certainly he | 


did not if the facts are generally known. The 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,} I 
presume, can tell the House why I happened to 
report the bill even then. 

Mr. ORR. 


I will say to the honorable gentle- | 


| man, that if I had been in my seat, it would not | 


have been reported at all. 


Mr. HOUSTON. My friend from Georgia, 


[Mr. Srepuens,] and others, in pursuing a course | 


of policy which I presume was prompted by a 
sense of duty, kept that report back for a month 
or six weeks, at least. 

A Memsber. From the last of June. 

Mr. HOUSTON. A gentleman near me says 
from the last of June. Then why does my friend 
from Virginia, who is always presumed to be in 
his seat, who is always attending to the business 


of the House, and who is presumed to have a | 


knowledge of all that is going on, not happen to 
recollect that these objections were interposed to 
prevent my making this report until the day upon 
which it was made? 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. TAYLOR. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
mous consent. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 


It can be done by unani- 


I object. 


I desire to withdraw my | 


The question was then taken, and Mr. Tay- | 


Lor’s amendment was not afreed to. 

Mr. SACKETT. I propose to reduce this ap- 
propriation $1,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this amend- 


ment as proposed by the Senate; but if it is to | 


be passed at all, I am in favor of its reduction, 
and therggore | am in order in speaking against 
the general amendment. [ am opposed to the 
whole amendment of the Senate, among many 
other reasons from the fact that we have not had 
the action of the committees of this House upon 
it. Where is our Committee on Military Affairs? 
Where is our Committee on Ways and Means? 
Where is the responsible officer of the Govern- 
ment, who has said this appropriation is neces- 
sary? Where are the surveys? Where is the evi- 
dence? f want to know if any gentleman in the 
House can tell me, where is the evidence that 
$500,000 are necessary for this item of expendi- 


cannot ascertain that such is the fact. Now, I 
|} ask again, who can give me the évidence that 


ture? From the best information I can gather, I | 


| 
i 


| 
if 


| upon the Pacific. 


| quiesce. 


{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment Of the geatlemen upon my right; but I desire 
to say that I concur fully in the remarks made by 
the gentleman from Georgia, that these appropri- 
ations ought not to be in this bill; and I am willing 
to vote to strike them out, or to vote against con- 
curring therein. But I desire that weshould have 
atest question upon them as soon as possible. 
Let us determine by the vote of the committee 
upon this first section, whether we will sanction 
these appropriations for fortifications. If a ma- 
jority are in favor of concurring in this clause, 


| then let us pass the others, and let those of us 


who are in the minority acquiesce in them. But 
if we are to vote for these appropriations at all, I 


| think my friend from New York is wrong in say- 


ing that we should not vote for this. I think San 
Francisco is the point above all others which 
should be fortified. I do not concur with that gen- 


| tleman at all in saying that we have any means of 


protecting our commerce in the event of a war 
If we should havea war there, 
of course our vessels must at once leave that ocean. 
There is no force there which can convoy or pro- 
tect our thousands of merchant vessels. ‘There is 
no place there where they would be safe. There 
is not a single harbor of refuge upon the whole 
Pacific coast where they could be protected. It 
is absolutely necessary, therefore, unless we in- 


| tend to sacrifice an immense amount of private as 


well as public property, that we should provide 
some harbor where these vessels can runin and be 
safe under the guns of a fort. I am therefore 
willing to vote a liberal appropriation for San 
Francisco, and I will vote for it ina proper bill, 
but F will not vote for it here. 

My request, therefore, is, that those who are 


| opposed to the appropriation in this bill allow 


us to take a vote which shall determine the ques- 
tion of whether we will concur in these amend- 
ments for fortifications or not. If the majority 
say ay, then I for one will acquiesce, and let 
them remain; and if the majority say no, then I 
hope the friends of the amendments will also ac- 
But I am opposed to the amendment of 
the gentleman from New York, because if we are 
to vote anything to construct this work we should 
vote the sum named in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. SACKETT, by unahimous consent, then 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. HIBBARD. For the purpose of termin- 


| $500,000 are necessary? Is there evidence of the || ating the debate upon this section, I propose to 
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» that the »mmittee rise for the purpose of 
the five-minutes debate. I move that the 
tee do now rise. 
uestion was put; and, upen a division, 45 
: 1 the affirmative. 
Mr. ALLISON. I demand tellers. 
, s were not ordered; and the committee 
ised to rise. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I suppose 
in order to oppose the amendment of the 
the CHAIRMAN. No debate is in order, 


t in favor or in opposition to an amendment 


ea . 
e Senate amendment. 
Mr. STEVENS. Then I move to strike out 
ippropriation all except four dollars and 
half. {Laughter.} 
\ Member. You might afford to allow them 
four dollars and — quarters. 
Mr. STEVEN Mr. Chairman, I do not in- 
tend to express any opinion upon this question 


than to say, that if thirteen days of a 
mer session in regular debate, as refered to b 'y 
ventieman from Virginia, [Mr. Bayiy,] was 
not sufficient to debute a question of this kind, will 
he be so good as to inform the House how two 
hours are sufficient, and how we are to have forced 
nto this bill, by means of an amendment from the 
Senate, a W hole system of fortifications, involving 

, expenditure of millions? Sir, this whole sys- 
tem is now before us, and we are compelled to 
consider it under the five-minutes debate. Sir, it 
is not enough for me. 

But gentlemen say it passed the Senate, or a 
committee of the Senate. Well, sir, as far as my 
observation goes, nothing is rejected in that body 
in the shape of appropriations, provided it appro- 
priates millions. I do not mean to say that that 

— have been guilty—for that would not bea 
pro} r respect to our st iperiors ,as I suppose they 
al ae profligacy in their appropriations; but I 
will say, that if those appropri ations were made 
by any other body upon earth than the American 
Senate, I should think it were profligacy. Sir, is 
this iheeka - act under duress ?—for that is the 
amount of 1 You are acting under duress, for 
you are ¢ mada by that body to act out of the 
re gul lar course of legislation. They force you to 
take what they send you irregularly, or to he uve 
L-object therefore to it. There are jobs 
enough in that bill to last an army of plunderers 
twenty years, and make them all rich. You are 
to farm out jobs everywhere. You are to leave it 
to individuals—honorable men, against whom I 
have nothing to say, but they are men, and there- 
fore liable to be imposed on—but you are to leave 
it to these men to establish forts every ten miles 
from here to the Pacific, and they are to let out 
the jobs to others. I agree with the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss »| that itvis time to 
siop it. Let us strike_out all these appropriations 

r fortifications, and if the commerce of San Fran- 

sco is not sufficiently protected, let us build a 
war navy—a steam navy. Is that commerce to 
be protected only by forts? When your specie 
goes forth to reach the Atlantic, how is it to be 
protected? [t will take longer guns than Commo- 
dore Stockton’s to be of any service. To reach 
the wants of that commerce you must have a war 
navy—you must have a steam navy; and they 
will be of more service than all the fortifications 
you can build. 

| tere the hammer fell.] 

ir. RIDDLE. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 

Pennsylvania, and every other proposition which 
will in any way conflict with the amendment made 
by the Senate to this bill. Iam in favor of pro- 
viding for continuing the work upon certain forti- 
fications upon our Atlantic sea-board; and whether 
appropriations for such purposes are legitimately 
or legitimately connected with this bill. I clearly 
see that they cannot be made, during this session, 
in iy other way. The only question, then, for 
this committee to decide is, provided they agree 
with me, whether this technicality or theoretical 
distin tion outweighs in importance the necessity 
for the works. . 

Sir, as great as I suppose the opposition of the 
Committee on Ways and Means to any appro- 
priations for the defense of our coast, I did not 
think they could, under existing circumstances, 
Oppose the small amounts which the Department 
of War has recommended. If I had succeeded in 


nothing. 
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obtaining the floor last evening, as [ most earnestly || tion of the Engineer Department 
desired, | would have endeavored, without con- 


e°) 
w 


This depart 
ment, too, composed of accomplished and s 


suming much of the time of the committee, to | tific men, have recommended in the strong 
five some reasons why e very ippropration con- 


terms, the appropriation which I] now advocat: 
in order, if for no other reason, to preserve | 
work which the Government has already co 
will necessarily be restricted to a short ‘Speech, | structed. I call, then, upon my friend from Sout! 
and compelled to dwell particularly upon the ne- Carolina, (Mr. Onr,] who last night expressed 
cessity for that amount which relates to Fort Del- tis opinion that the necessity for the appropria 
aware. If I had entertained a doubt, or been in- | tionfor these works should be decided by cur scien 


tained in the Senate amendment should pass. As 
it is, under the operation of our arbitrary rules, [ 


different upon the su ject, the remarks made by | tific engineers, to support mein my position, | 
the gentleman from Ojo [Mr. Carrri R] lastnight | call upon him as a gentleman ever ready to con 
wouid have convineed me of my error W hile sult the Departments of our Government for in 
the argument of that gentleman was designed to | formation which they alone can obtain, to support 


defeat Our entire system of national defense, the the recommendation of such Departments now 


declarations avowed and facts suaiael by him | i state to him, and to this committee, that the 
in the course of his speech must have ¢ ynvineed umendment, at leastas far as Fort Delaware is 
every—I had almost said intelligent—attentive | concerned, is a question of economy, and it is for 
member of this House of the fallacy of his posi- || Congress to de ide whether they are willing that 


tion. Casting aside the usual tact and sagacit y | the work upon this island, which has already cost 
which have hitherto characterized his course, my | $100,000 or $200,000, shall go to decay, or whether 
honorable friend a ypeared to rely entirely upon | they will 7 serve it, and in so doing, defend the 
that strong parlance which, with him, too, is a*| second city of their country by placing a super- 
prominent characteristic, and endeavore d to amuse structure thereon. ' } 


rather than instruct the committee by what he had A word more, sir, and I havedone. The State 


O Say. which I have the honor to represent is not alone, 
Sir, when a gentleman rises from his seaton 9 or peculiarly interested in this fortification. I con- 
this Aoor : and avows as his belief, ‘‘that row- foam wec onsider it necessary for our protection. I 


buats and two-masted schooners,’ to use his own confess, we consider the Government in duty ‘bound 
expression, manned by our mercantile marine, to maintain it; but at the same time I assure this 
and strong-armed yeomen, are ¢ capable of protect- House, that if the Government refuses so to do, 
ing the great cities of New York and Philadelphia | the island will revert to the State, and will be a 
against the attack of a foreign and hostile fleet, | great accession to our treasury. This Delaware 
and at the same time, if not in the same breath, | does not desire, unless the Government fails to 
expatiates upon the improvements which have | comply with her part of the contract. 
lately been made in the missiles of war—their in- | then, to the friends of the system everywhere, and 
creased destructive effect upon the enemy, aud particularly those who represent adjoining and bor- 
the like, I can but think him ine ompetent to dis dering States, whether they are willing to leave the 
cuss the subject now under consideration. The | cities and towns upon the Delaware river and bay 
without defense, and whether they are willing to 
y have already made 


{ appeal, 


gentleman appeared to have overlooked the facts, 
that there are two parties in every contest, and allow the appropriations the 
that no foreign fleet would approach our coast, | to be lost, and the work celle appropriations s have 
with hostile intention, and not possess the same | constructed go to decay. To whatever your de- 
advantages which our people enjoy. He appeared cision may be I will bow with submissive respect, 
to have forgotten, that whileour ‘‘littlerow-boats | but I will have the satisfaction, at least, of record- 
and two-masted schooners,’’ manned though they || ing my vote in favor of what | conceive to be the 
might be by our most valiant sailors and citizen interest of the country and true economy of the 
soldiers, were firing a distant and occasional shot “Government. 
at the enemy, thatenemy, by means of his heavy Mr. WASHBURN. 
armament, discipline, hot shot, and destructive appropriation $10,000. 
shells, could fire our cities in an hour, and render it appears to me, Mr. Chairman, that much of 
them desolate in a day. Sir, admit, as the gen- this debate has been outside of the real question 
tleman said, that three years ago Congress thought presented to the House. The question is not as 
it unnecessary, after free discussion, to provide a the propriety of all the amendments proposed 
fur these fortifications. Then, we were threat- by the Senate, but whether these arnendments 
ened With dangers from within far greater than upon which we are now acting are proper and 
difficulties from without. Then, foreign Powers | worthy of our support. 

fancied they saw kindling within the limits of our There are but two questions, it seems to me, be- 
country the fire of an intestine war which would fore the committee, and they may easily be deci 
inevitably consume the fair fabric of our Repub- | ded, and do not re juire debate: First, are any 
lic. Now our domestictroublesare settled. The | fortifications necessary? Is there anything, at 
picture is entirely reversed. Peace prevails where this time, in the condition of our country, con- 
confusion reigned triumphant, and we will soon, nected with other nations—is there anything in the 
I trust, reassert an old doctrine, and declare, as progress of our civilization that requires that any 
did President Monroe, that no foreign Power shall fortifications and 
colonize any portion of the American continent. Upon that 

Mr. Chairman, I am admonished by the clock, question, it seems to me, there can be no manner 

which I would like to stop for ten minutes, that of doubt. Even those gentlemen who look for- 
your hammer will fall before I allude to the neces- ward to the inauguration of that era when there 
sity for the appropriation for Fort Delaware, un- shall be no war, and the ery shall be peace, and 
less Ido so at once. Itis known to every mem- || when the blasts of war’s great engines shall no 
ber of this committee, who has at all-investigated 
the subject, that the Pea Patch Isiand, upon which offensive operations. Have we now come to that 
Fort Delaware stood, was ceded to the General period in the world’s progress when we may sefely, 
Government many years since, upon the express justly, and properly omit to protect o irselves, 
condition that the Government would maintain and to make those reasonable defenses which are 
a fortification thereon. Thisisland commands the necessary to protect us? Upon that question I 
entrance to the Delaware river from the oe am sure there can be no manner of doubt that we 
bay, and the fortification thereon is calcflated to have not. Pee: : 

protect, not only the. cities and towns within my The next question is, whether these are proper 
State, for they are few and small in comparison and fitting amendments PheSenate have adopted 
with thoge in the States of Pennsylvania, New them, as it had a right to adopt them, upon the 
Jersey, and New York, but the veneral protection recommendation of the proper De partment. They 
of all the cities and towns bordering upon the did not come here, as it were, through the back 
Delaware river and its tributaries. door, but through the front way, properly and 

ln 1831, if my memory serves me, this fortifi- reg@umrly, und in that manner they are here for our 

, : W hen gentlemen look at the amendmen! 


I propose to increase the 





more money should be spent on 
arsenals and forts in this country: 


cation was so impaired by fire as to render it ad- action. 

visable upon the part of the Government, to take | which have been made, they must see that they 
itdown. Appropriations have since been made have been made carefully and — lousty in reler- 
by Congress for such purpose,andfromtheamount | ence to those points of the country whi h must be 


30 sapgegriaiel, ‘aa island has been protected defended, if any are to be defended at al 
against the washing of the bay, the niles have ltake it for granted, in the first ae oyner. 
been driven for the foundation of the fort, and the | Chairman, that all agree that there should be some 


grillage has been placed thereon, under the direc- » fortifications, some ¢ stended fortifications in the 


more fill the skies—even hoy see the propriety of 
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country. If that is so, there can be notwo opin- 
ions among those who have looked into the sub- 


iect—and certainly those who have cities in their | 
own States, upon the sea-board, or navigable | 


rivers, must have examined the matter—as to 
what are the prepes points of defense, and what 
are necessary to be defended. The appropriations 
in these amendments have beert confined to a few 


important points—points subject to attack and | 


necessary to be defended. 
These are the questions: first, whether any de- 
fences are necessary; and that being decided in 


the affirmative, whether these are the proper ones; | 


and we can decide them now, without debate, as 
well as we can after debate of hours. These are 
questions upon which every one is presumed to 
have “gh oy and it seems to me that discus- 
sion cannot enlighten any one. I trust that we 
may be permitted to take a vote upon these ques- 
tions without further debate. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I[ am opposed to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Maine. 

I design to speak in reference to the positions 
which have been assumed by other gentlemen in 
this debate, and more particularly those of the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss.] I will 
say to that gentleman, and to the House, that I 
agree with him fully in regard to his sentiments 
as to attaching these amendments to this bill. I 
condemn as heartily as he does the practice that 
has obtained of putting upon general appropria- 
tion bills, bills for the relief of individuals, and 
measures having no pertinency whatever to the 
subject-matter of the appropriation; but it seems 
to me that this matter of fortifications belongs pe- 
culiarly to the army bill. I do not understand 
why it is not in order there; and if an appropria- 
tion for fortifications can be’ put upon this bill, as 
well as be contained in a general fortification bill, 
I do not understand the necessity of having any 
such general fortification bill; and I think that the 
ELouse should not consider whether there is a pro- 
in in these distinct items of appropriation to 
this bill. 

[ am not prepared to say whether this item of 
$500,000 is the precise amount which ought to be 
appropriated to San Francisco. But there are 
other items in the bill in which I feel a particular 
interest. This subject of fortifications has been 
discussed for days and weeks and months, and is 
fully understood by the House, and the House is 
qualified to act intelligently now; and that five 
minutes’ debate which is allowed is amply suffi- 
cient to do justice to the Governmentand to those 
particularly interested in these fortifications. 
Therefore, it seems to me that the objection urged 
by the gentleman from Georgia, {[Mr. Toomss,}] 
that the time limited for debating these matters 
is not sufficient, does not apply to this subject of 
fortifications. 

I did not know whether an opportunity would 
be afforded me to speak in reference to a fortifica- 
tion which lies within my own State. I could not 
say what I desired in five minutes, and in order 
to remove the objections of the gentleman from 
Georgia and others, I availed myself of an early 
occasion, when the President’s message was under 
consideration, to present the facts and statistics 
which were necessary to enable the House to ar- 
rive at an intelligent conclusion in reference to the 
fortifications at Tortugas. Therefore, so far as 
that point is concerned, it is not liable to the ob- 
jection which has been made to these other appro- 
priations. 

I will also say to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 


Carrrer,] that it is not liable to the objections | 


which he makes to these fortifications, and in his 
views generally I coincide. 
and bold hearts of his constituents, who are ready 
at uny moment to rush to the defense of the coun- 
try, cannot by railroad, or by any other means, 
reach these points out in the sea—these little isl- 
ands situated in the pass between Cuba and Flor- 
ida, which command the coasting-trade of the 
Gulf of Mexico. The trade of California, Mex- 


ico, and the Pacific, the amount of which cannot | 


be estimated when a railroad”or canal shall have 
been constructed across the Isthmus of Tehuante- 
pec, must eventually pass by that point. That 
trade may be cut off and exposed to the depreda- 
tions of any enemy unless this fort is built and 
kept in repair. 

Here the hammer fell. } 


But the strong arms | 
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| The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the | 
|| amendment of the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If there is no objection, | 
I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [I object. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I propose, as 
an amendment, to add $1,000 to the sum. 

In listening, Mr. Chairman, to the tone of the 
argument upon the propositions now before the 
committee, I am at a loss to understand whether | 
the gentlemen who oppose this particular appro- | 
priation, opposed it because they are opposed to 
the whole system of fortifications, or because they 
are opposed to this particular appropriation. Now, 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Toomss] op- 
poses it because there is not time to discuss it, and | 
because it has been brought before this committee 
in what he supposes to be an irregular and im- 
proper manner. At the sametime, the gentleman 
discloses the fact, that this whole question has been 
discussed before this House dnd the country for | 
the last three years. Then, if it is upon the prin- 
ciple that he is opposed to all appropriations of 
this kind that he desires to strike a blow at the 
whole system of fortifications, the question is suf- 
ficiently understood, and it is not brought before 
this House, for its consideration, in a hasty and 
improper manner. 

But the gentleman says that this amendment 
asks too much for that distant region of country. 
There is the Pacific railroad, there are wagon- 
roads, and there are appropriations for a steam- 
navy in the bill. Does the gentleman propose to 
sustain any single one of these amendments? If 
he has done so, I have misunderstood him. 

The argument of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania is, **Give us a steam navy, and we do not 
want your fortifications.’’ It wasonly yesterday 
that they voted down the steam navy proposed 
for the protection of that region of country. They 
voted down the railroad, which is the best guar- 
antee of protection, and they voted down the 
proposition to make the dry-dock at California 
even useful. They took away the very means of 
repairing the steam navy they now desire for the | 
protection of the whole Pacific coast. What is it 
they are willing to vote for? Nothing! Nota 
single proposition brought before this House for 
anything intended for the benefit or protection of 

| that distant region of country, meets with their | 
approbation. They are continually referring to | 
what is asked for, but never to whatis granted. 
They use the argument of asking for reasonable 
appropriations as a reason why nothing should be 
granted. Now, if there are to be any appropri- 
ations for fortifications, if the whole system is not 
to be stricken down, I submit to the understand- 
ing of this committee whether that is not.a point 
calling more loudly for protection than any other 
in the whole country? 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr.SWEETSER. I rise to oppose the amend- | 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois, for the pur- 
pose of adding my testimony, with that of -other 
western men, in favor of making some appropri- 
ation for the distant State of California. And, in 
order that I may be understood, 1 desire to call 
the attention of the committee to the reasons which | 
induced the Thirty-first Congress to reject the ap- 

' propriations for fortifications on the sea-board. 
The fortification bill was not defeated then because | 
the House intended to manifest opposition to all 
fortifications. I voted with the majority to reject | 
it, but I declared at the time, what I now affirm, | 


© 


am in fagor of finishing those already commenced, 
and willvote appropriations that may be neces- | 
sary for keeping in repair those fortifications which | 
are necessary to be maintained upon the Atlantic 
coast, avoiding all extravagance in the ornamental 
arrangements. We voted down the fortification 
bill because it proposed the extension of the sys- 
tem almost indefinitely. It was intended to inti- 

| mate very clearly to the Executive branch of the 
Government, that the House of Representatives 
did not approve the extravagance of their esti- 
mates. But, sir, the question in relation to Cali- 
fornia is an entirely different one. There are no 

| fortifications on the Pacific coast for the defense of 
the vast amount of shipping concentrated there. 


|! Sir, the nes of San Francisco could be laid in ruins | 
e frigate without being able to make | 


by a sing 


that I am opposed to any and all new works, but |! 
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any defense. It must be obvious that the means 
of defense which this amendment proposes is 


needed for the commerce of the wor 
concentrated on the Pacific coast. 

In sustaining the amendment, weare not votine 
for the State of California alone. Ifthe opponents 
of this appropriation will pause and reflect but 
moment, they will see that these appropriations 
are asked for the purpose of protecting, not only 
the commerce of California, but the commerce of 
the whole Atlantic coast. Although I reside in an 
interior State that has no commerce there, I can ap- 
preciate the wants of that people. Though I can- 
not support large appropriations for the extension 
of the system of fortifications on the Atlantic sea. 
coast, my voice shall be raised, and'my vote given 
in favor of ail necessary appropriations for the 
protection and defense of the commercial interests 
of California. Gentlemen should remember, that 
in case of difficulty with any of the nations of thy 
earth, California, from its defenseless and exposed 
condition, would be the first point of attack; and 
that we have no fortification there for her defense. 
It seems to me that the reasons operating to the 
defeat of the fortification bill of the Thirty-first 
Congress have no force here; and, as a western 
man, I am prepared to vote all the money that may 
be necessary to place the harbors and coast of the 
Pacific in a good condition of defense. 

I will say to my friends that [ will go with them 
for every reasonable appropriation needed by the 
commerce of that distant and exposed coast. | 
beg those gentlemen who opposed the fortification 
bill of the Thirty-first Congress to acknowledge 


d which js 


| the distinction now made. I will go with the gen- 


tleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] for completing 
the works already begun, and to grant those com- 
pleted the appropriations necessary to give them 
the efficiency demanded by the wants of the coun- 
try. I desire to see this House, in its action upon 
the subject of fortifications, pursue a uniform 
course, ‘making at all times, the distinction be- 
tween necessary appropriations and those that are 
intended for ornament and convenience by com- 
manding officers. I am aware that there has been 
great abuses in the erection of splendid residences 
for officers, and in ornamenting the grounds about 
these fortifications. I am utterly opposed to all 
that class of appropriations 

Yet we must be ¢areful in the reformation of 
abuses, not to cripple a system that is demanded 
by prudence and experience. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. ORR. I move that the committee do now 
rise with a view of terminating the five-minutes 
debate on this particular amendment of the Senate. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to; there being on adivision—ayes 75, noes 
not counted. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman (Mr. 
Harris of Tennessee) reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union had 


had the state of the Union generally under consid- 
eration, and particularly the amendments of the 


Senate to the Army appropriation bill, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. . 
Mr. ORR. 


have just been considering in the Committee of the 


', Whole; and on that motion call for the previous 


question. 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
the gentleman is not in order. 
Mr. ORR. 
the suspension of the rules for its introduction. 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 
order. 


on it. 


Mr. ORR. There was an exception which hap- 
pened some three years ago. The gentleman from 
Virginia will remember that the House then 
stopped debate on the civil and diplomatic, or 
some of the other appropriation bills, with the posi- 


tive exception of the claim of Mr. Ritchie. 
Mr. BAYLY. I recollect it very well. 


The SPEAKER. Itis competent for the House 
to suspend any one of its rules by a majority of 


two thirds. 


Mr. ORR. Does the Chair decide that I must 
_ suspend the rules forthe introduction of my mo- 


tion ? 


I move to close the five-minutes 
debate on the amendment of the Senate that we 


The motion of 
I will make it in order by moving 


I rise to a point of 
You cannot suspend debate on an isolated 
proposition without suspending it on the whole 
bill. You cannot select one clause and stop debate 
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The SPE AKER. ‘The Chair holds that : a mo- 
may be submitted to-day for the suspension 


af any one of the rules. 


Mr. STEPHENS. If the gentleman moves to 
nend the rules, [ have nothing to say. 

[he question was then taken, and the rules were 

spended—two thirds voting in the affirmative. 

Arr. ORR. I move toclose the five minutes de- 

te on the amendment of the Senate, which the 
Committee of the Whole was last considering; 

d on that I demand the previous question. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was agreed to. 

Mr. ORR. I move to reconsider the vote just 

ken, and to Jay the motion to reconsider upon the 

"Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
~om South Carolina moved to close debate on all 
f the amendments of the Senate applicable to for- 





Hcations. 

(Cries of ‘*No! only one!’’} 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motion was 

close debate on the particular item with refer- 
e to a fortification at San Francisco. 

pod 'N ‘A BERS. The gentleman moved to close 
ite on the particular section alluded to, and no 

ytner. 

r. HART. The question is now, | believe, 
the motion to lay the motion to reconsider-on 
table, and I demand that it shall be put. 

Mr. ORR. When the question was taken I 
engaged in reducing my motion to writing 

1 would ask the Chair what precise question 

pi tto the House? 

(he SPEAKER. The Chair stated the ques- 
n to be on closing debate in the Committee of 

Whole on the following item: 

For defense of San Francisco, California, $500,000.” 
That is the only matter embraced in the vote of 
e House. . 
Mr. ORR. I move, by unanimous consent, that 
e following resolution be adopted, instead of the 
voted on: 

R lved, That the five-minutes debate in the Commit 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, on the Senate 
iment to the military appropriation bill, which amend 
nt embraces the subject of fortifieations, be suspended. 
it is due to myself to state to the House, that 
on yesterday -ev ening the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole announced that all of these 
items for fortifications were but one single amend- 
lent, and that such was my understanding when 
{ moved that the committee rise, with a view to 
the termination of the five-minutes debate. I de- 
re to be informed whether they are one amend- 
ment, or whether each item is a separate amend- 

ment: 
Mr. NABERS 
tion was divisible. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair 
that they are reported from the Senate as distinct 
amendments. 
Mr. ORR. 


it was decided that the ques- 


I hope the House will indulge me 
fora moment, while I explain to the House the 
motion [ intended to submit. I do not desire to 
be charged or suspected of any bad faith towards 

House. Many gentlemen around me, as I 
understand, who voted with me that the commit- 
tee should rise, voted with the understanding that 
debate was to be closed alofie upon the San Fran- 
ciscoamendment. That was not my understanding 
atthe tume, butthe House can relieve itself from the 


difficulty by going into committee again, and if | 


zentlemen choose to close debate on the: subsequent 
sections of the bill, they can do so; and therefore 
I will let my proposition embrace nothing but the 
San Francisco amendment; and upon that motion 
| move the previous uestion. 

The SPEAKER. That has already been adopt- 
ed by the House. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the rules of the House 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. ; 

Mr. WALSH. Would it not be in order to 
suspend another rule, so that the gentleman from 
North Carolina might introduce the resolution he 
intended to offer ? 


The SPEAKER. There is a proposition to go 


into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union, which must be first put. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 


| offered by Mr. 
| decided in the negative. 
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Committee of the Whole, (Mr. aan of Ten- | 
nessee in the chair,) and resumed the considera- 
tion of the Army bill. 

The question was then taken gn the amendment 
CampBELL, of Ilinois; and it was 


j 
| 


The question then recurring upon the Senate 
amendment appropriating $500,000 for the defense 
of San Francisco, California, tellers were demand- 
ed and ordered; and Messrs. MceMutuw and 
Henpricks were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported that there were—ayes 66, noes 71. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Senate 
read, as follows: 


was then 


‘* For continuing the defenses of the following forts 

** Florida—Fort Jefferson, at Garden Keys, or Tortugas 
Island, $100,000.’ 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to increase the; apy yro- 
priation $1,000. Ido so for the purpose of say- 
ine that the Committee on Military Affairs hi uve 
had the subject of fortifications at that island un- 
der consideration to some extent, and I have my- 
self given it more attention than any other fortiti- 
cation in the United States, combined with that at 
San Francisco, California. It is really necessary 
that we should defend that point. 1 cannot tell 
precisely how much money has been expended 
there. ‘That work has been commenced, and some 
$100,000 or $200,000 have been expended. Every 
gentleman who will look at that fortification will 
see that it commands the entrance to Havana— 
that it is the key to those waters. Any ge ntle- 
man who will look at that fortification in a militar y 
point of view, will see that it is of more impor- 
tance, in the present state of our national affairs 
and foreign relations, than any other fortifica- 
tion in the country. In the remote possibility of 
a war or conflict with the Spanish authorities, 
itis of more necessity to the Government than 
all the others for which appropriations are made 


in this bill or which the Senate have considered. 
There is no doubt that this House, when they 
come to vote on the yeas and nays upon that C 


ifornia proposition will also vote for this appro- 
priation. ‘The city of San Francisco might be re- 
duced to ashes by a Chinese junk, as was remarked 
by the gentleman from California. 


llow me to say thatat the preceding Congress, 
and the last session, | took a very. decided stand 


against he fortification bill, and I contributed my 
vote to defeat it. I am glad it was defeated. But 
there are some in the Government to 
which mem! 
should give some means of defense, and the only 
two points where I think it p 
propriations should be made, are Tortugas and 
San Francisco. A piratical crew might go into 
San Francisco and burn down that city for the 
sake of plunder, without any means of defense 
against such attacks. Sucha calamity would bea 
national disgrace. The system of fortifications 
throughout the United States is nearly completed. 
1 am for continuing those which are nea: ly com- 
pleted, and I am against making ap; 
for any new ones until there are thorough and 
efficient surveys. But I am for making an appro- 
priation for the defense of San Francisco, because 
it 1s nec essary in storms that our commercial 
marine should run into that harber. Supposing 
we wereat war with any foreign Power, it would 
be necessary to protect our commercial marine for 
the time being » by giving them an opportunity to 
run under cover of guns there. In the event of 
such a war, unless we had a fortification at that 
point, every American vessel on the Pacific side 
might be destroyed or captured before we knew 
it, because every gentleman who knows ahything 
about the operations of military affairs in modern 
times, knows full well that the foreign policy now 
is to strike and then declare war. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

The question was then taken on Mr. Gonman’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. DEAN. I offer the following amendment: 


Whereas the recent illegal action of the Spanish author- 
ities at Havana, in refusing to admit an American mail 
steamer to land, and in searching the United States mails, 
renders it probable that it may be necessary for the Amer 
ican Government to take active and efficient measures to 
defend the rights of its citizens, and enforce an observance 
on the part of Spain of the treaties now existing between 
the two nations: Therefore, the sum of $5,000,000 is here 
by appropriated, out of any moneys in the Preasury not 


positions 


°at . ' 
ers Of LHIS House, velore going home, 


sj; necessary that in- 


‘opriations 


otherwise appropriated, the whole or 
| to be expended at the discretion and under the direction of 
the President of the United States, if in his opinion an ex- 
gency shall arise, 
next, requiring the expenditure of the whole or any portion 
of said appropriation. 


crease the 
amendme! 
tee will adopt it. 
for by the De pe 
the appropriation of $100,000 as it 
the Senate. The 
Letcuer] objects that 
the estimate for this object in the regular printed 
estimates 

to be. The 
has assumed such an interesting 
difficulties which at ofe 
occur between this Government and Spain, that 


and the Senate recently passed 


propitious time to discuss this que ion. 
} i 
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any portion thereof 


prior to the first Monday of Decembe: 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 


I rise to a question 


of order—that the amendment is not rermane to 
the proposi 


position before the committee. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 


question of order raised by the gentleman from 
Virginia, and decides that the amendment is net 
in orde 


Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I propose to in- 
appropriation $50,000 | offer the 
it with no expectation that the commit- 
Itis the amount recently asked 
But | am satisfied to take 
comes from 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr 
than 


artment. 


this amount ts larger 


[ will tell him how and why thiscame 
ubject of fortification at the Tortugas 
shape since the 


time seemed so likely to 


lly directed to it, 
a resolution of in- 
quiry, submitted to the War Departmeut in refer- 
ence to this particular asking what that 
Department deemed necessary to a speedy com- 
pletion of the works at Tortugas. The Secretary 
of War asked for 150,000; which sum he said 
could be expended ad ly within the year 
The Senate have, however, proposed to 
priate but $100,000, and Lam willing to let itstand. 
Now. it see a duty devolved 
upon this House, uncertainty of 
relations which exi try and 
vernments, that thetwo important points 


been specia 


public attention has 


point, 


vantageou 


appro- 


ms to me that there is 
in view of the 
between our coun 


foreignG 


of Key West and Tortugas should be well forti 
fied. 

| appeal to gentlemen from the western coun- 
ry,a 1 ask them in what condition the commerce 
of that country which floats down the Mississippi 
iver will be, ifsomething is not donefortts protes 
tion at this narrow | ; between Florida and the 


Islandof Cuba? The'Tortugas, in the hands ofany 


naval power, wil ntrol the entire commerce pass- 
ing through the Florida straits. Every vessel that 
passes out of the Gulf of Mexico must nece ssarily 
pass, from the force of | current, &c., within 
sight of t i¢ | To V} ‘and 1s so 
situated, as the entlema from I diana {Mr Gor- 
MAN| has tated, a t command the HTlavana 
itself, and any Power the po sion ofthe Tortu- 
would effectually, with an inferior naval force, 
wckade the Havana and di fy the famous Moro 
Castle. I repeat what I said in an elaborate speech 
it the beginning of thi sé ion, on the iuthority 
of Lieutenant Maury and others, that General 


Jackson, 3:0n afte r-ne was ei ted res dent « i the 


th the 


United State , wa » impre ed W import- 
ance and necessity of fortifying this point, thathe 
declared in his pecul way, that ** by the Eter 

nal,’’ so so is he entered upon the discharge of 
the duties of the Executive, there were three thing 

he wi uld a ‘“omp! h One wa ~ tO AY off the na 

tional debt, which was done; the second was, to 
destroy the monster the Bank of the United States, 
which was done most effectually; and the third 
was, to fortify the Tortugas. I anpeal to Congress 


to do that which this old warrior patriot 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Chairman, it is an un- 
In former 
were not hurried for time, 
the whole question has been deliberately discussed, 
and each appropriation ealled for, has been cere- 
fully and cautiously investigated. But now, within 
a few hours of the close of the session, a proposi- 
tion is pressed upon us for the expenditure of 
$1,250,000 upon fortifications, and we are called 
upon to pass it. Three years ago, after six years 
annual discussion, we laid aside this system of 
fortifications, and we have adhered to that decision 
ever since. And now the Senate wants to com 
pel us to reconsider that decision and retrace our 
steps, under this sm — sorap a threat that 

we shall lose this bill or adopt their system. Sir, 
it is due to ourselves eat we should maintain our 
consistency and reject appropriations for 
fortifications. Gentlemen will?observe that a few 


moments avo, this policy was advocated on the 


Congresses, when we 


these 
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ground that it was for the purpose of defense; now 


itis for assault! I suppose that we are called 
upon to fortify the Tortugas, to defend ourselves. 

Mr. CABELL. I stated that it was te defend 
ourselves and our own commerce, 

Mr. GIDDINGS. The gentleman argued the 
question both ways. Now, there can be no ques- 
tion about it, that this system of fortifications 1s an 
antiquated system. Gentlemen talk about danger 
Why, whoare you afraid of? Sir,in 1812, we had 
in the Northwest a fort and a standing army in it, 
That whole 
country was thrown for defense upon the right arm 
of the militia, and they defended it. They defeat- 
ed the enemy; they regained the fort; they invaded 
the enemy ’s country, and conquered it. Talk 
about fortifications! It seems to me—and I mean 
no ollense—to be absolutely cowardly to talk about 
danger. Il represent the (Queen ¢ tity of the Lakes, 
and for ten years I have resisted any appropria- 
tion for that frontier. There 
that city is, with all her millions of commerce, 
and not a man in that district would be willing to 
see adollar of public money expended in forufying 
her. Sir, the right arms ofier people will defend 
her. We bid defiance to the world in arms. 

Sir, it appears to me,as I before remarked, and 
I] only rose for the purpose of saying it, that this 
is an unpropitious period for the discussion of this 
great question. We have heretofore decided it, 
and, in my opinion, we ought to adhere to that 
decision. 

Mr. CABELL. 
amendment. 

T'ellers were ordered; and Messrs. EpmMuNDsON 
and Jackson were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes Soe 

A further count was not insisted on. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HART. I move to amend the Senate 
amendment by adding thereto the following: 


and both were taken by the enemy. 


fortilications upon 


1 call for tellers upon my 


For repairs of Fort Schuyler, $15,000, 


For repairs of Fort Columbus and Castle Williams, 


8 1.505, 

For repairs of Fort Wood, and sea-wall, permanent 
wharf, and hospital, Bedlow’s Island, New York, $20,000. 

I will state to the committee that those appro- 
priations are in accordance with the estimates of 
the Ordnance Department, and Lask to have read 
an extract from a communication from the Secre- 
tary of War upon the subject of fortifications. 


The Clerk read the extract as follows: 
“New Yorn Harpor.—The objects of the projected 


works for the security of New York, are to cover the city | 


from an attack by land or sea; to protect its numerous 
shipping ; to prevent, as far as possible, the blockade of 
this great port; and to cover the interior communication 
uniting this harbor with the Delaware. 

‘*'There are two avenues to the city, namely : one by the 
main channel, direct from sea, and one by the Sound. 

* The projected system of defense closes this last avenue 
at the greatest distance possible from the city, namely, at 
Throg’s Point. The occupation of this point will force the 
enemy to land more than twenty miles from the city on one 
side, and still further from the navy-yard on the other. 

‘** A work now in progress and nearly finished at Throg’s 
Point, will prevent any attempt to force this passage. It 
will, as we have seen, oblige an enemy to land at aconsid 
erable distance from the object; and as he will then be un 
able to turn the strong position afforded by Harlem river, 
the cover on the New York side wilt be sufficient. 

* But, should he land on the Long Island side, he might, 
by leaving parties on suitable positions, with a view to pre- 
vent our crossing the river and falling on his rear, make a 
dash at the navy-yard, having no obstacle in his front. Te 
prevent this effectually, and also to accomplish other ob 
jeets, a work should be erected on Wilkins’s Point, oppo- 
site Throg’s Point. This work, besides completing the de 
tense of that channel, would involve a march against the 


| 


Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Harr’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. BOWNE. I the following as an 
amendment to the Senate amendment: 


For Fort Richmond, New York, #69,000; and for repairs 
of Fort Hamilton, New York, $10,000. 


otter 


That is the same amendment I offered a while 
ago, but withdrew at the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Florida, [Mr.Cape.y.] I shall not say 
anything about it, but only ask for a vote upon it. 

‘The question was then taken on Mr. Bowne’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

The question recurred upon concurring in the 
amendment of the Senate, and, being put, it was 
decided in the negative. 

So the amendment of the Senate was disagreed 
to. 

The amendment of the Senate appropriating 
$75,000 for Fort Taylor, Key West, was disa- 

»zreed to. 

The next amendment of the Senate was then 
reported, as follows: 

* Georgia.—Fort Pulaski, including barracks and quar- 
ters, $20,000.77 

Mr. KING, of Rhode Island. I offer the fol- 
lowing as an amendment to that amendment: 

For Fort Adains, Newport, Rhode Island, and perma- 

} nent quarters and barracks thereof, $35,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I have voted in favor of every 
appropriation for fortifications contained in this 
bill; and whatever may be the fate of my amend- 
ment, I shall, nevertheless, continue to vote for 
all that the Senate have proposed. I shall do so 
because I believe that fortifications are necessary 
for the defense of this country. 

{Here the committee rose informally, and a mes- 
sage was received from the Senate, by the hands 
of Aspury Dickins, Esq., its Secretary, inform- 
ing the House that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendments of the House to the amendments 
of the Senate to the deficiency bill, insisted upon 
their amendments to said bill, and asked for a com- 
mittee of conference upon the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses.] 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union then resumed its session. 

Mr. KING, (continuing.) 1 hold that it is the 
duty of this Congress to defend the country, by 
the use of the most appropriate and powerful 


means, against-foreign aggression; and that when | 


fortifications, as compared with the other elements 
of military defense, are the most powerful and the 
most appropriate, they should «4 provided for. 
Sir, it is an unquestioned fact in military science, 
that fortifications answer a purpose in the defense 
of the country for which the other elements of 
defense—your Army and your Navy—are en- 
tirely incompetent. [ am in favor of fortifications 
in those cases, and in those cases only, in which 
they are the most powerful and effective means of 
defense. Who will deny that it is the duty of 
this Government to defend our country? Sir, 
upon the very ground that was taken in this de- 
bate yesterday, that there are chivalrous and cour- 
ageous men upon our coast to stand up and vin- 
dicate the rights of the American people, and to 


|| resist foreign aggressions—for that very reason I 


| 


navy-yard, from this quarter, in great danger, since all the | 


forces that could be collected on the New York shore might, || 


under cover of this work, be crossed over to Long Island 
and fall on the rear of the enemy, cutting off his communi 
cation with the fleet. 
Wilkias’s points may therefore be regarded as pertectly 
protecting, on that side, the city and navy yard. 

“Against an attack by the main channel, there are— 


The two works on Throgs’s and | 


** ist. The works in the vicinity of the city, which would | 


act upon an enemy’s squadron only after its arrival before 
the place. They consist of Fort Columbus, Castle Wil- 
liams, and South Battery, on Governor's Island; Fort 
Wood, on Bediow’s Island, and Fort Gibson, on Ellis’s 
Island, 

** It isnecessary that these works be maintained, because, 
in the event of the lower barriers being forced, these would 
still atford a resource. It is a disadvantage of their posi- 
tions, however, that the destruction of the city might be 
going on simultaneously with the contest between the forts 
and the fleets. They cannot, however, be dispensed with, 
until the outer barriers are entirely completed, if even 
then.”’ 


Mr. HART. 


ment. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


|| Mr. POLK. 


am in favor of putting arms into their hands that 

shall enable them t6 compete with that enemy, 
|.and, if possible, give them the advantage over that 
/}enemy. I would allow them the advantages of 
science to make their contest safe as well as effect- 
ive. 

Now, with regard to the particular appropria- 
tion contained in my amendment, it has the 
strongest official recommendation to support it. 
It is contained in the estimates of the present ses- 
sion. It was contained in the estimates of the 
last session. It isthe subject, together with other 
appropriations for fortifications, of a special com- 
munication to a committee of the Senate; and in 
that communication it is stated that the estimates 


| there inserted are for the defense of the most im- | 


portant points, and those most liable to be attacked 
by anenemy. Such is the official declaration of 
the officers of your Government. 
[Here the hammer fell.] 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Lam opposed to the amendment 
| of the gentleman from Rhode Island, and I will 


I ask for tellers on my amend- || take occasion, with the permission of the com- 


\| mittee, to make the amende honorable to Com- 
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| March 1}, 


modore Sloat. I madea speech a few days ago 
under a misapprehension, as I afterwards Seanad 
and [ hope the House will bear with me while i 
read a written statement which I have prepared 
of facts which have been furnished to me. e 

(The reporter has been disappointed in procur. 
ing a copy of his statement. ] 

Mr. BOWNE. With the permission of the 
House, I desire to say that I acquiesce in the ex. 
planation made by the gentleman from Tenne 
|Mr. Poxk.] 


SSee 
i ’ 


It will be seen by the explana 


lion 
just made, that he stated that $100,000 would he 
necessary for the purpose indicated, but that he 


intended to increase the appropriation instead of 
lessening it. I stated the facts just as he stated 
them, but he understood them to mean one thine 
and T another. That is all the statement I desir 
to make. 

‘The question was then taken, and the amend. 
ment was not agreed to. 

Mr. JACKSON. I understand there is now 
an amendment pending in relation to Fort Py. 
laski. I desire to say something to that amend- 
ment. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion is not in order, 
unless the gentleman moves an amendment. 

Mr. JACKSON. I move to increase the ap- 
propriation_five dollars. , 

Mr. Chairman, the question in relation to this 
appropriation is not one of the construction of a 
new fort. It has been in the course of construc- 
tion for many years, and now wants only $20,000 
to complete it. The simple question before this 
committee is, whether you will allow it now to go 
to ruin, and lose all you have expended in its con- 
struction, or whether you will give us some 
$15,000 or $20,000—§20,000 is the amount pro- 
posed in the amendment of the Senate—for the 
purpose of completing it. This fort is surrounded 
upon the land side by a dike, and as the water 
rises from the sea, this dike is gradually wearing 
away, and unless this appropriation is made for 
repairing and completing it, all the houses situated 
upon the land connected with the fort, will be in 
danger of being destroyed—swept away by the 
waters. 

Sir, Lappeal to the patriotism of gentlemen upon 
this floor, under circumstances of such pressing 
necessity, not to withhold this little appropriation 
of $20,000, which is so necessary to protect the 
public works connected with thatfort. Will they 
not vote this amount for the purpose of repairing 
this dike, which is at this moment in danger of 
being swept away by the water which flows over 
it, and which will, in a little time, with other pub- 
lic property there, which has already cost the 
Government over $100,000, be entirely destroyed? 

Mr. Chairman, I have always been a friend to 
fortifications, and am still. T live in a city exposed 
to any enemy which may attempt its capture. The 
system of defense for the city of Savannah, involves 
two forts. But the Senate amendment to this bill 
makes an appropriation only for one, and that is 
in theamendment now under consideration. The 
entire cost of this fort from the beginning has been 
from $500,000 to $800,000; and as I said, we only 
ask $20,000 to complete it; and will you refuse 
that amount of money so necessary to preserve 
public.property from destruction ? 

If this were an appropriation for a new work, 
{ would not ask for it in the present condition of 
feeling in the House upon the subject of fortifica- 
tions generally. But, sir, under the circumstan- 
ces in which this property is placed, I feel that I 
have a right to ask for it. 

Sir, the people of Savannah are as patriotic a 
people as can be found in this country. They are 
us capable of defending themselves, man to man, 
as the people of any city in the United States. The 
inhabitants of that dear city: will be found willing 
to throw themselves by thousands against a com- 
mon enemy for the protection of themselves and 
the people of the State, whenever the emergency 
shall present itself. Buta single steam-vessel, if 
allowed to come up the basin by this fort, would 
possess a power which no bravery upon the part 
of the people of that city could withstand, when 
unprotected by fortifications. A single steam- 
vessel might in one night lay the whole city in 
ashes, no matter what may be the number of men 
who may rally for its defense. This fort is emi- 
nently necessary for the defense of my city, and I 
hope this Congress will not refuse the appropria- 


| tion which is required to keep it in a state of pres- 
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servation. But if gentlemen are determined they 
make no appropriations for fortifications; if 


hoy are determined that the sea-coast of the coun- 
‘ey shall be laid open to the invasion of a ruthless 


ro then be it so. I, sir, shall have done my duty. 

~ (Here the hammer fell.] 

The question now being upon the adoption of 
rendment to the Senate amendment, 


the committee, withdrew it. 

The « question then rec urred upon concurring in 

ate amendment. 

hie, ‘JACKSON. Upon that I demand tellers. 

ellers were ordered; and Messrs. Haut and 

\RSHALL Were appointed, 

he question was then put; and the tellers re- 
ed—ayes 35, ndes not counted. 

So the committee refused to concur in the Sen- 
me ;dment. 


vi 


e next Senate amendment was as follows: 
South Carolina.—Fort Sumter, Charleston harbor, 
w0,?? 
The question was taken, and the amendment 
was not concurred in by the committee. 
The next amendment was the following, viz: 
‘ Maryland. —Fort 
ubor, $50,000.77 
Mr. WALSH. I desire to saya word in rela- 
tion to that amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. WALSH. 
priation $1,000. 
Now, sir, it seems to me that this appropriation 
stands upon different grounds from any other which 
has been brought to the attention of the commit- 
tee. It has hitherto been the policy of the Gov- 
ernment to protect all the great commercial marts 
: the Atlantic coast; and I tell this committee 
t none of the arguments which have been urged 
with so much force and eloquence in favor of 
granting an appropriation for the defense of San 


Carroll, Sollers’s Point, Baltimore 


No debate is in order. 
I move to increase the appro- 


Francisco upon your Pacific border can be applied 
with greater force in favor of that coast than for 
the protection of the city which I have the honor 
to represent. 

Sir, the board of officers charged with this par- 
ticular duty, after examining the harbor of Balti- 
more, decided that the harbor and city were utterly 
in an unprotected condition in case of the attacks 
of an enemy; that old Fort McHenry, which had 
done good service sometimes, was so far distant 
from the channel of the river, that no adequate pro- 
tection could be afforded by it; they also reported 
thata new fort should be located at Sollers’s Flats, 
some seven or eight miles below the city. Wehave 
laid the foundation of a fort there and named it 
after the signer of the Declaration of Independence 
who survived longest the signature of that immor- 
tal instrument. They have laid the foundations of 
the fort substantially, and have proceeded with it 
as high as the water’s edge, and this fortification 
has continued in that condition for a series of 
years. An appropriation is now required for the 
preservation of the work which has been com- 
menced at a very large expenditure; and a further 
appropriation is required for the purpose of com- 
pleting that fortification, so necessary for the 
protection of the harbor and city of Baltimore. 
This fort, as now located, commands the channel 
of the river above and below, and it would be im- 
possible that any, except a most extraordinary 
force, could ever be able to pass that particular 
locality with the fort completed. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me say to this com- 
right, is it proper to leave a great 
commercial mart like Baltimore utterly unpro- 
tected as she is at this present moment? Is she 
a city deserving of such negligence or such treat- 
ment at the hands of the National Legislature? 

, this report was made more than fifteen years 
ago; before her commerce had increased, end be- 
fore her citizens had expended, of thei: private 
means, millions for purposes of iv reese to 
bring in the products of the soil, and of the labor 
of the inhabitants of the great West. Now, I ask 
again, is it right, when you have the highest mil- 
itary authority telling you that your public works, 
for the protection of this great commercial me- 
tropolis, so identified with the interests of the 
agricultural people of the great West, are utterly 
inadequate for her protection unless ‘this fort is 
finished—is it right, I say, for you, year after 
year, to leave her thus defenseless ? 


mittee, is it 


Vir. JACKSON, by the unanimous consent of 


| lowing 


I have seen something of the signs of the times, 
and Ldo not know whatargument ge ntlemen intend 
when they talk strong words of the prospect of hos- 
tilities, and of our safety in case of invasion. Sir, 
I very much fear, in the absence of all these fortifi- 
cations, that at the approach of a hostile fleet we 
should find ourselves im the condition of the Chi- 
nese in their conflict with Great Britain. The 
history of that warfare tells us that, as the British 
lines approached, the mandarin generals who com- 
manded the forces, told them to sound the gong 
lightly, and that would frighten the British away; 
but, as the line still approac hed unapp valled, the 
generals told them to strike the gongs in tones of 
thunder; but the British 
still approached, and the first broadside sent gongs 
and the Chinese into destruction. So it will be here. 


notwithstanding lines 


I tell gentlemen that, valiant as our citizens may | 


be, let a single steamship present herself in our 
harbor, and her broadsides would produce an effect 
that no valor could prevent. Nothing but the 
protection of adequate forts could save our city 
in case of such an emergency; and that our forts 
there are not néw adequate, no one who under- 
stands the subject can for.a moment doubt. | 
hope the committee will at least allow this appro- 
priation to be made. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virgmia. Mr. Chairman, I 
am going to vote against this appropriation. I 
shall do it with very great reluctance, because | 
know its importance. But this committee have 
defeated appropriations to- day for other fortifica- 
tions equally as important, in my humble judg- 
ment. I will take, for instance, that for the pro- 
tection of San Francisco, or thatfor the fortification 
at Tortugas, upon the Guif of Mexico. I should 
have been glad to have seen a judicious fortifica- 
tion bill passed during the present session of Con- 
gress. But this committee has refused to vote 
appropriations for these fortifications to which | 
have alluded, and I[ shall now, though with reluc- 
tance, be compelled to vote against all the appro- 
priations of this nature which may be brought 
forward. 

Mr. WALSH. I 
amendment. 

There was no objection, and the amendment 
was withdrawn. 

Mr. STANLY. I move the following, as 
amendment to the Senate amendment: 

For repairs of Fort Macon, North Carolina, 

For preservation of the site of Fort Macon, 

Mr. Chairman, I have offered this amendment 
in pursuance of the estimates of the Department. 
I will not consume the time of the committee upon 
them further than to say, that it only makes an 
appropriat ion of $3,000, and for works where the 
appropriation is necessary. 

Mr. ORR. I rise to a question of order. | 
submit that this amendment is not germane to the 
Senate amendment under consideration. 

Mr. STANLY. It is for precisely the same 
description of works, and it is germane to an 
amendment for such works, whether for Maryland, 
South Carolina, or any other State. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, and decides the amendment to be in order. 

The question was then taken, and Mr. Sranty’s 
amendment was-disagreed to by the committee. 

Mr. STANLY. I have another amendment 
which [I desire to offer as a matter of justice to my 
colleague, [Mr. Asue,] who isnot now able to be 
in his seat. I move to add at the end of the Sen- 
ate amendment under consideration, the foliow- 
ing: 

For repairs of Fort em by. Fear river, 85.000. 

For preservation of the site Fort Caswell, 22,000. 

For repairs of netisie ond quarters at Fort Johnston, 
North Carolina, 31.200. 


For preservation of the site of Fort Johnston and wharf, 
North Carolina, $4,200. 


desire to withdraw my 


an 


2? O00. 
#1,000, 


I will merely say that this is estimated for by 
the Departments, and is necessary to keep the forts 
in order. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was disagreed to by the committee. 

The question again recurred upon concurring 
in the Senate amendment, and being taken, 
amendment was non-concurred in by the commit- 
tee. 

The next amendment of the Senate was 
g, Viz: 


the 


the fol- 
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“ Seiieineaiiian Delaware, Pea Patch Isiand, Dels- 


ware river, $150,000,"* 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move te amend the Sen- 
ate amendment by increasing the appro; 
$100, HOO, 
vat offer this amendment for the purpose of say- 
ing that | hope this amendment of the will 
be concurred in. Iascertained, that 
public station during the last summer, that this ap- 


WTinhon 


senate 


fr mina sit to 


propriation is very much needed. [| heve it is 
the duty of the American Congress fully to pro- 
vide for the defense of the city of | elphia, 
and I intend to record my voice fi ropri 
ation of $150,000 for the defense « >. and 
| believe it is the duty of the Ame f ress 
to make the appropriation. Wher york was 
commenced there was an unde ween 
that city and the United States tha 

continued. 1 desire to call the ; * the 
committee to the eloque it arguime vel ~ 
man from Delaware, [Mr. Rippte;} to | strong 
legal and equitable reasoning of at centleman 
why this appropriation should be made equal to 
that proposed in the Senate amendment for Cali- 
fornia. Sir, there cannot be a greater need of 


tection upon our Pacific coast than there is for the 
city 1 have the honor in ‘peat to represen! 

{A message was here received from the Senate 
by Assury Dickins, Esq., its Secret 


ary, rim 
the House that the Senate had passed, with amend 
ments, a bill of the following title: A bill to 
establish certain post routes.’’] 

Mr. FLORENCE, (resuming.) [do not d 
sire to occupy the time of the commitiee 
longer. I have no hope of success, because the 
purpose, intention, and disposition of the com 
mittee have been indicated this morning. [I shall 
continue to hope, however, that at the next , 
sion of Congress a bill will be properly cor i 
and reported, because I have heard it made as an 
objection why the amendments should not 
agreed to, that there has been no time to consider 
them. I say pr erly considered and reported, for 


i 
the protect ion of the interests of the com 


States of the Union. 
| Here the hammer fell. ] 


Inercial 


‘The question was then taken on the endm 
offered by Mr. Fiorence; and it was not agreed 
to. : 

The question then recurring on the ame ment 
of the Senate, it was p it and decided in the r ern 
tive. 

So the Senate amendment was not concurred in. 


' . : 
Che next Senate amendment in order was the 


following: 
‘ Fort Knox, Pe 


nobsecot river, 355, 000.” 


Mr. FULLEI R, of Maine. I move to increase 
the amount of this appropriation one dollar. 

1 would not trouble the committee with any 
remarks in relation to these appropriations, we 
it not for the fact that I shall be called upon to 
record my vote upon them, under a call for ti 
yeas and nays. I do not despair but what th 
appropriations, when considered in the Hou 


may be jected in the 
tee I wish mere 


of tl 


ouch re commit 


the attention 


adopted, alt 





sa to state, and ¢ 
1e House, to a few facts familiar perhaps | 
all. Fort Knox, 
ted about midw 


on the Penobscot river. 
sea-Donr “dd. and v 


r upon our 
by steamer of alifax, the 


Britain 


about eizht hours’ 
great naval d 


run 


‘ 
epot of Great at the nort 


East of Boston there is no place where comm 
cial vessels can seek protection. It was 

eight miles up the river, above the location of t 
fort, where, for the want of this or a similar for 
fication during the last war, the frigate 
Adams was dismantled. The location is suv 
that the whole commerce of our extensive sea- 


board, in any sudden difficulty or rupture grov 


ing out of the delicate relations existine Setween 
this country and Great Britain, amounting perhat 
to millions and millions of Jollars, would be de- 
stroyed in a very short time, 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McMULLIN. it is not my purp 
detain the committee long upon this quest: 
l rise more particularly for the purpose ol ' e 
ing to this committee, when the sease of the: 


mittee has been so fully expressed, t et ret 
thi rough with t] is bill as soon as } by Ae 
worse than idle for gentlemen to expect to reve 
the sentiment of this committee, and I hope t 
gentlemen will have respect enough for those of 
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us who have not discussed this question, to allow 
the vote to be taken immediately. 

Sir, we have but a short time left us to dispose 
of this bill, and the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, [Mr. Hovsron, as well as 
other gentlemen, has well said, that, unless We 
act speedily, we shall lose some one of these ap- 
pro yriation bills. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Futver, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I move to amend 
the Senate amendment by increasing the appro- 
priation two dollars. a ; 

I care not for the admonition given us as to the 
determination of this committee upon these ques- 
tions. Where I have a duty to perform I mean 
to do it. If there is a case, in the whole course 
of our action in reference to fortifications, stand- 
ing on peculiar grounds, this appropriation for 


ee 








Fort Knox, with the possible exception of that | 
the one for | 
the Gulf of Mexico, stands in a position of more | 


for the protection of California, an 


demonstrable propriety than any other. 


There are some historical facts connected with | 
that matter, which gentlemen ought not to forget; | 


and I mean, so far as this appropriation is con- 
cerned, to put them upon the record. In the late 
war with Great Britain, for the want of this very 
fortification at the narrows of the Pencbscot, the 
tritish vessels went up that river, burnt the 





John Adams, and destroyed private property | 
in the town of Bangor, to the amount of more | 


than half a million of dollars. 


These are histor- | 


ical facts, and it is a national disgrace—for to | 


some extent it was a disgrace—that one of our 


sloops-of-war was burnt, almost without oppo- | 


sition, within our own waters. 
A Memper. They ought to have fought. 


Mr. BAYLY. 


Fought? fought against what? | 


She would have been annihilated in five minutes, | 


as she was. This halfa million of private property, 
and this sloop-of-war, which were destroyed al- 
most without opposition, because opposition was 


useless, would have been saved had this Fort | 


Knox, upon the narrows of the Penobscot, been 
constructed. 

I shall vote against it, important as I think itis, 
because I want all these appropriations to stand 
upon the same footing 


Mr. WASHBURN. I have but a word to say 


in reference to the appropriation, as the ground 
has been covered by my colleague, and the honor- 
able gentleman from Virginia. 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, 
because I desire the original appropriation to pass. 

As I have said, the ground has been occupied 
by others, but this much I may say, that Fort 


river, seven miles below Bangor, one of the most 
exposed positions of our whole frontier. 
State of Maine has an extent of some thirteen 
hundred miles of sea-coast, following the inlets of 
the shore. 

| apprehend there can be no question, if there is 
any appropriation in this bill which is necessary, 


[am opposed to | 


The probability is that these appropriations are 
to be defeated. In that position, I undertake to 
say to the House—for I know the fact—that a 
heavy loss to the public service will accrue, unless 
some provision is made for the protection and pres- 
ervation of those works which are in progression, 


| and upon which operations have been suspended 
| for the want of appropriations. 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Bayty’s 
amendment; and there were, on a division—ayes 
35, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

‘The question then recurring upon the Senate 
amendment, it was put, and decided in the neg- 
ative. 

So the amendment was disacreed to. 

The next Senate amendment was the following: 

** Fort Winthrop, Governor’s Island, Boston, #29,573.”’ 

The question was taken on concurring with the 
amendment, and it was decided in the negative. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The next Senate amendment in order was to 
strike out the word in brackets and insert the word 


| in italics, in the following clause: 


“For cannon, gun-carriages, and projectiles for sea- 
coast defense, [one] two hundred thousand dollars.” 


The question was put, and the amendment was 
concurred in. 

The next Senate amendment in order was to 
strike out the words in brackets, and insert the 
words in italics in the following clause: 

‘*For ordnance, ordnance stores, and supplies, [sixty- 
five] one hundred thousand dollars. ’’ 


The question was taken, and the amendment 
was non-concurred in. 


The next Senate amendment in order was to 


strike out the sum of $28,950, in the following | 


clause, viz: 
“For repairs and improvements and new machinery at 
Harper’s Ferry, $28,950,” 
and to insert the following in lieu thereof: 
Forty-three thousand five hundred dollars; and that the 


amount received from the late and future sales of Govern- | 


mentland pertaining to Harper’s Ferry armory may be car- 
ried to the same appropriation, and applied to similar ob- 
jects, under the direction of the Secretary of War, including 
improvements to the streets and highways in use for armory 
purposes.’ 


Mr. HOUSTON. The Committee on Ways 


and Means recommend a disagreement to that | 


amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I simply rise io state, 
Mr. Chairman, that this amendment of the Senate 
does no more than carry out the recommendation 
and estimate of the War Department. The Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means of this House cut 


|| down that item of appropriation from the sum of 
Knox is situated in the narrows of the Penobscot | 


any neeneeenee that is demanded for the pro- | 
tection of the country, that this isthe one. Incase | 


of disturbance or war with a foreign Power, and 
especially with England, without this fortification, 
we should be exposed to attack at every point. 
This is necessary, indispensably necessary for our 
»rotection, considering our relative position to 
sritish North America. 
of these appropriations passes, this one will pass. 


I trust that if no other || 


The question was taken on the amendment of- | 


fered by Mr. Bayy, and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurring upon the Senate amend- 
ment— 

Mr. WASHBURN called for tellers; which 
were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of the Senate, and it was disagreed to. 

The next Senate amendment in order was the 
following: 

* Port Warren, Boston harbor, $45,000.” 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 
through with these amendments relating to forti- 
fications, I desire to offer another amendment, 
and I will do it at this point. The amendment is 
as follows: 

For the repair and contingencies of fortifications, includ- 
ing the necessary measures of protection and preservation 


of the fortifications upon which operations are suspended, 
$250,000. 


Before we get | 


The |} 


$43,500, recommended by the Secretary of War, 
to $28,900. The estimate of the Secretary of 
War falls below the demand of the superintend- 
ent at Harper’s Ferry some $15,000. It is thus 
obvious that great injustice must be done to that 
branch of your public service, unless this amend- 


} ment of the Senate is concurred in. 


Mr. LETCHER. I would be glad if my col- 
league would let us know something about these 
streets and highways. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will do so by proceed- 
ing to explain the latter branch of the amendment. 
My colleague is doubtless aware that the Govern- 
ment was the owner of a considerable quantity 
of land in and about Harper’s Ferry. The Sec- 
retary of War determined to make sale of such 


portions of it as were not wanting for Govern- | 


ment uses. This sale took place on the first of 
September last. The gross amount from sales 
was $58,559 83; of which $17,822.54 was paid 
into the Treasury, and $39,821 37 remains due 
from purchasers. The advertising and other ex- 
penses of sale amounted to $915 92. 

The Secretary of War, with great propriety, 
determined to invite the mechanics employed in 
the armories to become purchasers of the lots, 


|| and to acquire fixed and permanent residences 


about there; and, amongst other liberal terms, al- 


| lowed them two years on their deferred payments 








—one forty eighth part to be taken each month | 


out of their wages. 
Now, sir, | think this money arising from the 


sale of those lots may be judiciously expended, | 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, in | 


opening streets, and otherwise improving the prop- 
erty retained in that place by the Government. 
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| the purposes of building upon them. 
| fund for this Government to take charge of, and 
| coming in, as it will, in small sums, can be better 
| applied for the rae of improvement there 

| by the Secretary of ‘ 











: 2S a 
and higher than they could otherwise have sold 
but from the belief that a portion, at least, of the 
fund would be expended in cutting streets and 
roads, as to make the lots purchased available for 


It is a small 


Var, than disposed of in any 
other mode. F 


Mr. HOUSTON. By reading the itetm, the 


| committee will see that it is of that character which 
| may be enlarged to any extent by those havine 


the armory in charge. It is for repairs and im. 
provements in new machinery, and that part 
makes it so objectionable that ] do not see how 
anybody can vote for it: 

Mr. FAULKNER. The same objection would 
apply to the recommendation made by the gep. 
tleman himself. Ifa sound objection, how could 
he have reported an appropriation of $28,909 
under the general head of ‘‘ repairs and new ma. 


| chinery?’? But let me inquire of the honorable 


gentleman if he has examined all the items as set 
forth on page 257 of the estimate of the expendi- 
tures of the next fiscal year? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have, sir. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the gentleman has, he 
must have perceived that they are all of an indis. 
pensable character, and all minutely and specific- 
ally set forth, both by the superintendent of the 
armory and by the Secretary of War. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 


| ment of the Senate was non-concurred in. 


The Clerk read the next clause of the bill pro- 


| posed to be amended by the Senate, viz: 


‘* For repairs and improvements and new machinery at 
Springfield armory, $46,094: Provided, That from and after 
the first day of July next, [so much of the act of Congress 
approved August 23, 1842, as places the national armories 
under the superintendence of an officer of the Ordnance 
Corps, be, and the same is hereby, repealed ; and from that 
day the said armories shall be under that system of super 
intendence which existed prior to the passage of said act of 
Congress’*]— 


The Senate proposed to amend this clause by 
striking out the words in brackets, and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: 

--‘*the act of Congress approved August 23, 1842, be so 
modified that the President may, if in his opinion the public 
interest demands it, place over any of the armories a super 


| intendent who does not belong to the Army; and in order 


to enable him to decide to his satisfaction, he is hereby 


| authorized to cause the necessary and proper inquiries to 





| these armories. 
| amendment, the creation of a commission to result 
| in an additional expenditure of money, and I hope 


be instituted through the medium of a commission of civil 
ians and military men, with a view of ascertaining which 
of the two systems is the more economical, efficient, and 
safe for the management of the public armories, that form 


| erly existing under the superintendence of civil officers, 


or that now existing under the superintendence of officers 
of the Ordnance Department. ”? 


Mr. HOUSTON. The Committee on Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move to strike out of 
the amendment the words ‘* if in his opinion the 
public interest demands it,’’ and to insert in their 
stead the word * shall.’’ 

Mr. GORMAN. I will, with the leave of the 
gentleman, make a single remark. This House 
has, by a majority of 25, on the call of the yeas 
and nays, and after full and thorough discussion, 
decided the question of the superintendency of 
The Senate propose, by their 


that it will be non-concurred in. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have but five minutes to 
address this committee upona proposition in which 
a portion of my constituents feel a deep interest. I 


| shall not repeat anything which I have already said 


upon the general merits of the proposed change in 
the administration of our armories. This House 


| has already announced its judgment in language 


not to be mistaken. Will you stand by your con- 
victions? Or will this body again, as it did in 1842, 
surrender its judgment to a coédrdinate branch of 
the Government? Twice was the effort made in 
the Senate to strike out the section which received 
the sanction of this House, and twice did that 
effort fail. This amendment, which some very 
improperly regard as a compromise, was, by a 
small majority, at length passed. Now, sir, | 
undertake to say, that the Senate could have 


| placed its opposition to the proposed change in a 
L r e less objectionable form than it has now assumed. 
These lotszI am informed, sold for a high price, |! You have said that the military rule shall cease at 
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your national work-shops. Has the Senate met 
the question fairly, and said that it shall not? No, 
sir; Wt has shrunk from the responsibility of a 
manly decision of this question of national policy, | 
and has devolved that delicate duty upon the Pres- 
ident. What right have we to shrink from the 
jischarge of a legislative duty devolved upon us 
by the Constitution, and to surrender our func- 
sions into the hands of the Executive? It is our 
nlace to prescribe a right policy; it is the duty of 
the President to execute that policy. Is there a 
friend of the President upon this floor who will 
annecessarily place him between the fires of these 
ontending interests? Is there an honorable op- 
»onent who will seek to embarrass him with re- | 
snonsibilities not belonging to his station? Is 
therea friend of the Constitution who will sanction 
, surrender of our legislative functions into the 
hands of the Executive? 

But again, sir: This amendment, if adopted, 
will open a Pandora’s box of evils within the range 
of its operations. — It invites to perpetual agitation, 
when the highest interests of the Government re- 
quire that the question shall be finally and defin- 
tively settled. Resting as the administration of 
he armories under this amendment must in the 
discretion of a single man, the hopes of the oppo- 
nents of the established policy will be perpetually 
stimulated to action, and discontent and turmoil 
will be tenfold TnultipRed. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILCOX. I regret exceedingly to ap- 
pear in opposition to the amendment of my friend 
from Virginia, but I can assure this committee, 
in all the honesty and integrity of my heart, that 
| do so simply as an ally, as I conceive, to the 
best interests of the country. In that, however, 
| may be mistaken, and if so, I am honestly mis- 
taken. I will make no onslaught on the Senate 
of the United States for what it has done. I have 
creat reverence for that body. I respect their 
vray hairs, and I respect them for their wisdom 
and their honors. It is sufficient to me, sir, as a 
Representative on this floor, that this recommenda- 
tion comes indorsedvby a Democratic Senate and 
a Democratic Committee on Ways and Means. 
I am further satisfied because President Polk and 
Secretary Marcy indorsed the military superin- | 
tendency. Now, it seems to me, and I will not 
impeach the integrity of my friend from Virginia 


—because it cannot be impeached—that he mani- | 


fests too much uneasiness in regard to this matter. 
[ am for a fair fight. Iam for acting honorably. 


| would leave it to the calm consideration of the | 


committee, inasmuch as there has sprung up a 


disputation in reference to the matter, whether it | 


is not best to refer it as the Senate has proposed. 
What do they propose? That, in order that this 
question may be settled, the President may, if he 
sees proper, appoint a civil superintendent of these 
irmories, and before assuming that responsibility, 
appoint a committee of civilians to act in concert 
with a committee of military men in the examina- 
tion of the facts. They are to inquire.and ee 
to him whether the armories are conducted as 
they ought to be; whether they are efficient; 
whether economy is observed under the existing 
administration, and if not, under which adminis- 
tration will most economy be secured. And when 
these facts are reported to the President, he shall 
take the responsibility of adopting or rejecting the 
report of the committee. 


Again: We are to have a new administration of | 


the Government in a few days, and I congratulate 
myself and the country on the fact, that if a refer- 
ence be made to it justice will be done; for if ramor 


be true, we are to have a Secretary of War pre- | 


eminently qualified, both in a civil and military 
point of view, to give good advice in regard to 
the matter. I allude to the Hon. Jefferson Davis, 
a man who has handled arms, and who has served 
in war and in peace with credit to himself and 
honortohis country. To rejectthe Senate amend- 
ment, then, would not only reflect upon that dis- 
tinguished gentleman, but it would seem to imply 
adoubt as to the capacity and integrity of the 
President elect; the discretionary power of adopt- 


ing the civil or military superintendency of the | 
armories upon the report of the committee having | 


been assigned to him by the Senate’s amendment. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
r. FAULKNER then, by unanimous con- 
sent, withdrew his amendment. 
Mr. LETCHER. The amendment places this 
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matter precisely upon the ground it ought to oc- 
cupy. The proposition of the Senate is, that the | 
President is to be invested with authority to appoint | 
a joint commission of civilians and military men, 
who are to go tothe Harper’s Ferry and Springfield 
armories for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
the military or civil system operates best. You 
send your committee there for the purpose of 
ascertaining this fact, but how are the committee 
to institute a comparison between the system now 
in operation and the system which was in opera- 
tion ten years before? How are they to know 
anything in regard to it, except as they may ascer- 
tain those facts which are within the reach of every 
member of the House, and which are to be found 
embodied in the public documents? That is the 
only way they can get at it. They can go and 
see how it is now. They can examine into its 
management at the present time, and they can 
report whether they consider the present manage- 
ment wise, or the reverse; but they cannot insti- 
tute a comparison between the management under 
the civil system and the military system now in 
operation. Moreover, if they cannot have an 
opportunity to examine the civil system, to see 
its operation and judge for themselWwes as to its 
efficiency, what is to be the character of their re- 
port? Is it not to be made up from the represent- 
ations which they may get from those now in 
power, and who are seeking to perpetuate their 
system upon the country? ‘They must either as- 
certain the facts in this way, or they must go look 
to the reports which have been presented at differ- 
ent times to this House for the purpose of institu- 
ting a comparison such as the amendment which 
the Senate has adopted contemplates. T'o say the 
very least, it does seem absurd to talk about send- 
ing a committee to make a comparison, and to 
ascertain results where they can see only the oper- 
ation of one plan and can know nothing in the 
world about’ the practical operation of the other. 
I trust, therefore, that the committee will adhere to 
this proposition as it originally went to the Senate, 
and that they will strike out this amendment, be- 
cause of the utter impossibility of having any fail 
comparison between the civil and military super- 
intendency. 
Mr. EVANS. The Committee on Ways and 
Means have recommended a non-concurrence in 
the Senate amendment. When an investigation 
was about to be made, gentlemen shrank from it, 
and declared that there was nothing to be found 
out. They can find out as well as we can. I do 
not care where they get their information or where 
they call for it. I have long been convinced that 
a change of this kind must be detrimental to the 
interests of the country. It may be a benefit to 
some workmen about the shops, for they may get 
along a little easier. I dare say they will like such 
a change as will place them under loose instead of 
rigid authority. I speak for the interests of the 
country, and I have been long satisfied that if this 
matter were looked into that a change would not 
be made. Why this committee should be able 
to discover the facts any better than the President 
of the United States, is more than I can tell. I 
am well satisfied that they cannot discover the 
facts. It does not give any onerous responsibility 
to the President of the United States,and such as 
he is not willing to assume. I am satisfied that 
we do notthoroughly understand it. I know well 
enough that there has never been any proof brought 
forward to show that it is for the good of the Gov- 
ernment that the change proposed should be made. 
One gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Favikner,] 
made the argument that these workmen ought not 
to be subject to military rules, and that there 
ought not to be any discipline. Where did he 
show any fact, where did he show that a change 
was for the good of the country, where did he 
prove that it would save expenses, or that we 
would have better arms? No, sir; introduce a 
change in the system and we will break up these 
armories, and I tell the gentleman’s constituents 
through him that they will be thrown out of em- 
ployment. I hope the committee will concur in 
the Senate amendment, because it is just and rea- 
sonable. This is a matter which ought to be in- 
quired into, upon which we have but little inform- 
ation at present. 
what is just and right can oppose the Senate 
amendment; and if you want to give the workmen 
their just rights, such as they are entitled to, go 
, for the amendment. 


No man who is in favor of 
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The question was then taken upon Mr. Fauix- 
NeER’s amendment, and it was rejected. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. [| propose an 
amendment here, simply to extend the range of 
inquiry: 

And also whether it would not be better and more ero- 


nomical to discontinue the armories and procure arms by 
contract. 


Mr. HOUSTON. That is in the House bill. 

Mr. ORR. I understand that the Committee 
on Ways and Means recommend a concurrence 
in the Senate amendment. 

The question being upon concurring in the Sen- 
ate amendment, 

Mr. INGERSOLL demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Venanie and Han. 
were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
ayes 81,Moes 54. 

So the Senate amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. McMULLIN. Witha view that we may 
have an evening session, I move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The question was then taken, and it was de 
cided in the negative. 

So the committee refused to rise. 


1 > 

The next amendment of the Senate was to strike 
out in the following clause the words in brackets, 
and insert the words in italics: 

‘For arsenals, [forty-one thousand and seventy-cne} 
fifty-eight thousand one hundred and fifty iiollars ; and that 
the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized to abol 
ish or transfer such of the arsenals of the United States 
as in his judgment may be useless or unnecessary.’’ 


Mr. TOOMBS. What do the Committee on 
Ways and Means recommend there? 

Mr. HOUSTON. The committee disagreed to 
the first part of the amendment, but agreed to the 
word ** transfer.’’ . 

Mr. TOOMBS. I move to amend by striking 
out the word ‘‘transfer.’’ It is merely a scheme 
to hide a little job, as will be seen by the lan- 
guage: ‘* and that the Secretary of War be, and 
is hereby, authorized to abolish or transfer such 
of the arsenals of the United States as in his judg 
ment may be useless or unnecessary.’”’ 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have no objection to dis- 
agreeing to it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope it will be disagreed to, 
for it is nothing but-a job. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Toomss’ 
amendment, and it was agreed to 

The question was then taken on concurring 
with the Senate amendment, and it was decided 
in the negative. 

So the Senate amendment was not agreed to. 

The following clause was then read, viz: 


‘* For arrearages of pay, subsistence, and clothing, duc 
to Captain? Richard McRae’s company of Virginia volun 
teers, Which served in the war with Great Britain in 181° 
and 1813, the sum of $10,334 31.” 

The Senate propose to amend it by adding at 
the end thereof the following, viz: 


‘*'T’o be paid out to the officers and soldiers of said com 
pany, or their legal representatives, under the order of the 
Secretary of War, upon the production of such proof as 
satisfies him as to the identity of said officers and soldiers, 
and that they have not been paid.’’ 

Mr. HOUSTON. The committee recommend 
a concurrence in that amendment. 

The question was then taken, and the Senate 
amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Senate was read, 
as follows: 

‘* Por fuel and quarters for officers of the Army serving 
on light-house duty, the payment of which is no longer 
made by the Quartermaster’s Department, $4,053 87.”’ 

Mr. ORR. Do the Committee on Ways and 
Means recommend a concurrence in that amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HOUSTON. They do recommend acon- 
currence in that amendment. 

The question was then taken, and the Senate 
amendment was concurred in. 


The next amendment of the Senate was read, 
as follows: 

“ For fuel and quarters, and for mileage or transportation 
for officers and enlisted men of the Army serving on the 
coast survey in cases no longer provided tor by the Quar 
termaster’s Department, $10,000.” 


Mr. HOUSTON. The Committee on Ways 
and Means recommend a concurrence in that 
amendment, with the following proviso: 

Provided, That the annual Coast Survey report shall be 
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submitted to Congress during the month of December in 
each vear. and shall be aceoapanied by a general chart of 
the whole coasts of the United 5iates, on as large a seals 
ix convenient and practicable, showing as near as.practi 
calle the configuration of the coasts, and showing by lines 
the probable liuntts of the Gulf stream, and showing by 
lines the probable limit to which the soundings of the coast 
wil] extend, and showing by the use of colors and explana 
tione the exact portions of our coasts of which complete 
charts have been published by the Coast Survey ; also, 
showing such other parts of the coasts of which the triangu 
tation, the topography, and the soundings have been com- 
pleted, but not published ; andalso such parts of the coasts 
of whieh the triangulation and topography, or the triangu- 
lution only, have been completed. 

‘The question was then taken upon Mr. Hovs- 
ron’s amendment, and it was agreed to. 

The question was then taken upon concurring 
with the Senate amendment as amended, and it 
was decided in the affirmative. 

So the Senate Amendment as amenged was 
agre ed to. 

Next amendment of the Senate: 

‘ For preservation of publie property and contingencies 
of western river improvements, and tor commutation of 
transportation of baggage, and of quarters and fuel of offi 
cers, the payment of which is no longer made by the Quar 
termaster’s Department, and for allowances to meet eXtra 

xpeuses under the special direction of the Secretary of 
War, 810,000.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Committee on Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence in that 
amendment. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was disagreed to. 

Next amendment of the Senate: 

‘Por repairs and preservation of public property and 
~ontingencies of lake harbors, and for commutation of 
transportation of baggage, and of quarters and fuel of offi 
cers, the payment of which is no longer made by the Quar- 
termaster’s Department, and for allowances to meet extra 
expenses under the special direction of the Secretary of 
War, $20,000,” 


Mr. HOUSTON. The Committee on Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence in that 
amendment also. 

Mr. ORR. I move,to reduce the appropriation 
contained in that clause one dollar; and I do it for 
the purpose of inquiring of the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means why it is that 
these payments are no longer made by the Quar- 
termaster’s Department ? Why is it thata change 
has been made? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Under the law of last session 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors, certain 
officers have been detailed for this service. It is 
proposed now to separate the appropriations to 
pay their expenses from the other appropriations 
of the Army. 

Are they not still entitled to the 
U\e Army, and is not this, in effect, 
enses of the Army proper of the 
, or of the officers of the Army, 
without its appearing to the country ? ; 

Mr. HALL. To be sure it is. 

Mr. HOUSTON, That was the impression of 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The committee propose to non- 
concur in the amendment. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The object of this amend- 
ment, as I understand it, is this: the officers of 
the Army are desirous of keeping the expenses of 
the Army per as low as possible, and when 
oflicers are transferred to do any other duty, and 
are not employed in the regular service of the 


tor the expenses 
Mr. ORR. 

same rank 1 

mecreasip 


United 





Army, they think they ought not tobe paid outof , 


the Army appropriation, but by a separate appro- 
priation, so that those expenses may not be charged 
to the Army proper. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My friend wili allow me to 
say, in this connection, that this bill appropriates, 


under the head of ‘*For transportation, fuel, and so | 


forth of the Army,’’ precisely what we appropri- 
ated last year. 

Mr. ORR. If these appropriations belong to 
the Army, let them be charged properly to the 
Army; ifthey do not belong to the Army, cut them 


off altogether, and establish a different Depart- | 


ment, 

Mr. DUNHAM. Lam opposed to striking out 
this amendment of the Senate. It is very true, as 
the gentleman from Alabama has said, that we 
have appropriated what the Army proper required 
for its annual expenses. But I think it would be 
much better to have the appropriations to meet the 
expenses of the different branches of the public 
service separated, so that we may know what each 
branch costs. 
ing the amendment of the Senate. 


| * proper and advisable,’ 


| act authorizing the sale of certain military sites,’ be, and 


| authorized to sellcertain military sites which have 


Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Indiana to the last two 
lines of this amendment, and to ask him if he | 
would be willing to vote for an amendment in 
such language? They are as follows: 

‘© And for allowances to meet extra expenses under the 
special direction of the Secretary of War, $20,000.”" 


Mr. DUNHAM. 


I am opposed to that myself. 


It is the other portion of the claim to which I re- 


fer. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Orr’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

The question recurred on concurring in theSen- | 
ate amendment. : 

Mr. STANLY. I presume that this committee | 
will strike out this item or non-concur in it, accord- 
ing to the recommendation of the Committee on | 
Ways and Means. But I wish, with a view of | 
protecting the public property, to offer an amend- | 
ment to strike out all after the word ‘ harbor,’’ | 
down to the words ‘* Secretary of Way,”’ inclu. | 
sive, so as to make the clause read: 

‘For repairs and preservation of public property and 
contingencies of lake harbors, $20,000,”’ 

I should like that motion to prevail, so that there 
may be sonfthing to keep up repairs, and take 
care of the public property. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina that we appropriated 
for this very item in. the river and harbor bill last 
session. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Stanty’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

The question recurred on coneurring in the 
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amendment of the Senate, and being put, it was || 


decided in the negative. 

So the amendment was not concurred in. 

Next amendment of the Senate: 

** Repairs, preservation, and contingencies of river and | 
harbor improvements on the Atlantic and Gulf coasts in 
charge of the Engineer Department, and to meet charges for 
transportation of officers, and for fuel and quarters, the pay- | 
ment of which is no longer made by the Quartermaster’s + 
Department, and for extra allowance to meet extra expen- 
ses under the special direction of the Secretary of War, 
$15,000.” 

Mr. ORR. What do the Committee on Ways 
and Means recommend? 

Mr. HOUSTON. A non-concurrence. 

The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment of the Senate was not concurred in. 

Next amendment of the Senate: 

In lines threé@ and four, in section third, insert the words | 
> so as to make the section read: 

“Sec. 3. nd be it further enacted, That the Secretary | 
of War be directed to report to Congress whether, in his 
opinion, it would not be more economical, proper, and ad- 
visable, to cause all the arms of the United States to be 
made by contract.”’ 

The question was put, and the amendment of 
the Senate was agreed to. 

Next amendment of the Senate: 

“Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the provisions 


of the act of Congress, passed March 3, 1819, entitled ‘ An, 


the same are hereby, extended to all military sites acquired 
since the passage of the said act.” 

Mr. JENKINS. I am opposed to that section, 
and I move to amend it by striking out the words | 
‘* extended to all military sites acquired since the 
passage of the said act,’’ and insert in lieu thereof | 
the word ‘ repealed ;’’ so as to make it read: 

“Sec. 4. and be it further enacted, That the provisions 


of the act of Congress, passed March 3, 1819, entitled ‘An | 


act authorizing the sale of certain military sites,’ be, and || 


the same are hereby, repealed.’’ 

I make that motion for the purpose of opposing 
the whole amendment of the Senate. as any 
gentleman examined_the statute referred to in that 
amendment? It is that the Secretary of War be 


been found to be inadequate to the purposes for 
which they were designed. Doubtless when that 
act was passed there was before Congress a full 
and complete report of the particular military 
sites contemplated as having been found perfectly 
useless. But how is it now? Is any gentleman | 
here prepared to rise in his place, and point out | 
the particular fortifications or military posts which | 
it is proposed to sell? Are we to legislate blind- 





folded here? Are we to place ample power—I | 
might almost say legislative power—in the hands | 
of the Secretary of War to authorize him to sell 

every fortification that we have in the United | 


Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I can name three | 








March 1, 


military sites on the northeastern fr 
are useless to the Government. 
Mr. JENKINS. Then let the gentleman jy 


onuier which 


m2 ntro- 
duce a bill specifying them. Kam at a loss to 


imagine under what influences the Senate Ww 
actipg when they passed this amendment. 
this House seriously, are they prepared to 
ize the Secretary of War, at his discretion, to sel! 
every military post at private sale, wherever he 
pleases, when he pleases, and to whom he pleases? 
It seems to me that the House cannot be prepa red 
for such a thing. It seems to me that this House 
should judge for itself, upon the reports made 
the facts spread before it, what military posts 
shall be sold and what shall not be sold. 7 jones 
therefore, that the amendment of the Senate wl} 
be voted down. I know that if we had time to 
discuss it, it would be voted down. Lam satisfied 
that the Committee on Ways and Means would 
never have acquiesced in it if they had looked a: 
it inall its breadth. Itis a most important amend. 
ment, and there should be no question, in 
opinion, about striking it from the bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam opposed to the amend. 
ment of the gentleman from New York, because | 
want to strike out the whole section. There is q 
law authorizing the sale of certain abandoned for- 
This amendment authorizes the Sec. 
retary of War to sell any fortification. We have 
now, during the last ten or fffteen years, expended 
millions of the public money to erect fortifications, 
and the next movement of the Senate is to author- 
ize the Secretary of War to sell, without any in- 
quiry, at his own option, to whom he please, mil- 
lions of public property—fortifications upon the 
frontier or anywhere else. Now, that is mostun- 
reasonable and quite out of the question. Congress 
itself ought to determine when it is necessary to 
sell fortifications and when they shall be sold. The 
clause is too general, and we had better get rid of it 


ere 
I ask 


author. 


and 


my 


| altogether. 


Mr. PHELPS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the words “ acquired since 
the passage of the said act,’’ and I do it for the 
purpose of reading to the committee the section of 
the act of 1819, to which this clause refers. Iam 
satisfied that when the gentleman from Georzia 
hears it, he will not insist on his objection. The 
act of 3d March, 1819, is as follows: 


‘¢ That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized, under the direction of the President of the United 
States, to cause to be sold such military sites belonging to 
the United States as may have been found, or may have 


| become useless for military purpuses. And the Secretary 


of War is hereby authorized, on payment of the considera- 


|| tion agreed for into the Treasury of the United States, to 


| make, execute, and deliver all needful instruments convey- 


ing and transferring the same, and the fee or jurisdiction 


| which has been specially ceded for military purposes to the 
| United States, and so forth.”’ 


That is the act of 1819. Now, it is oftentimes 
the case that military posts become useless. Take, 
for instance, the military posts reserved on the 
frontier. As settlements go in advance of those 
military stations, it is right that they should be 
disposed of. If the gentleman from Georgia is 


| unwilling to trust the President of the United 
| States and the Secretary of War with the dis- 
| cretion given them by this section, then amend it, 
| and provide that the site shall be sold to the high- 


est bidder upon given notice. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? Is there any report show- 
ing what military posts should be discontinued? 
Upon what information is this amendment based ? 

Mr. PHELPS. I know of no report showing 
what military sites are useless. But gentlemen 
have told me—and I know it to be true—that sev- 
eral have been abandoned, and it is probable, in- 
deed it is absolutely certain, that if the Territory 
of Nebraska should be established, and that region 
of country become settled, the military sites in 
that region would become unnecessary. Fort 
Leavenworth should be abandoned, and there are 


| other forts upon our frontier which will be ren- 


{ am, therefore, in favor of retain- || States? 1] 


dered useless as soon as the country in their neigh- 
borhood becomes settled. Some of them have 
been abandoned already by the Government of the 
United States. We have thought, therefore, that 


| in cases like these, where our military posts have, 


by reason of settlement in their neigirborheod, or 
from other cause, become useless to the Govern- 
ment, that it would be better to allow the sites to be 
sold to the highest bidder. There is no way for 
the Congress of the United States to arrive at a de- 
termination as to what posts have become useless, 


i8 


and 
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what should be disposed of, unless it be by | tice. Until what the gentleman from Maine {Mr. |. of a substitute. I move to strike out the whole 
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and . . . . x » - : 

the report of a board of your Army officers, and | Fi LLER] has just told us, I have heard of no cases |! clause, and to insert the following, viz: 

we have thought best to leave that matter to the || where it would be proper to authorize suth sale. 4nd be it further enacted, That the actentitied © An act 

War Department to decide. Mr. Chairman, is it But I have another difficulty in relation to this || to provide for the sale of certain military sites,” passed 
ve 1 March, 1819, be, and the same herety is, repealed: ind 


t rial at when these posts become useless to | Senate amendment. It says this itv is 

not right tha th Pho ld be disr ed of? be ** extended | iT bits y hi x oe 1s to provided, That the Secretary of War shall, at the opening 
the ¢ overnment, that they ou e ispos ad of: xXtendec LO itl milltary sites acquired since of each Congress, report to Congress the military sites that 

Why do the Government desire to retain jurisdic- || the passage of the said act. What does that |) should, in his judgment, be sold, and his reasons therefor. 
n over a small tract of land covering the site of | mean? ‘*.dcquired since the passage’of the said Mr. Chairman, if this amendment be adopted 

: Tah. . 9 T 1 . ; . “ . , 

litary station when the object for which that act. W hy , this will not apply to the cases to it will be the duty of the Secretary of War to re- 
| was reserved, has passed away? It may be- | which the gentlemari from Missouri (Mr. Puetrs} port to every Congress what military sites are 


. of some value in the State in which it is lo- || has referred. useless, and his reasons therefor; and it will be 

ed if sold, but it can be of no value to the Uni- Mr. PHELPS. It is construed by the War || competent for them to ascertain and decide what 

| States so long as it remains within the juris- || Department to apply to them. ; sites ought to be sold. I suppose that is what 
iction of the General Government. Mr. BAYLY. Well, sir, lam quite sure my | Congress desires, and I am sure it is what they 
Mr. TOOMBS. I desire to suggest to the gen- || friend from Missouri as a lawyer, anda good law- || ought to have. I have no idea of granting this 
man from Missouri that he modify his amend- |; yer, as he is, would not so construe it. He could! swe eping power to the Secretary of War to sellall 
ent, so as to provide that when these sites are || not ‘construe’the language ‘ acquired since the | the military posts in the country if he should see 
d. it shall be to the highest bidder. passage of the act’? to mean land already in the || fit, without reserve. 1 have no doubt that from 
Mr. PHELPS. I have not the slightest objec- || occupation of the Government as_ reservations. | time to time there will be some of the military pests 

, to that. My only object is, that when these || Sir, this amendment does not, and cannot extend | of the country which may be advantageously seld: 
nosts shall become useless to the Government, the || to the cases whigh the gentleman from Missouri | but when that fact exists, Congress ought to know 


: 
proper authorities shall have power to dispose of || has alluded to. These are reservations of public | it and provide for it; and if they have this report 
I wall accept the amendment suggested by ||'lands, and not acquisitions. The term ‘“ac- || of the Secretary of War before them, there will 


tnem. 


the gentleman from Georgia. quired’? would very well apply to cases where the || be no difficulty in making that provision, I think 
{Here the hammer fell.} Government have purchased lands of the States, this is such an amendment as we ought to adopt. 
Mr. PHELPS. With the consent of the com- |, and the jurisdiction over those lands has been Mr. PHELPS. I hope the gentleman from 
mittee, | will withdraw my amendment to the || ceded by those States; and it cannot apply to any- || New York [Mr. Jenkins] will modify his amend- 
amendment. thing less. Now, we have purchased none of || ment. Take, for instance, Fort Leavenworth ot 
There was no objection, and the amendment || these sites to which the gentleman alludes, and | Fort Scott; there is no newspaper near in which 
was accordingly withdrawn. none of them have been ceded to us since the pas- || to publish the notice of that sale 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I desire to offer an || Sage of that act, because the Government owned Mr. JENKINS. I have no objection to making 


them itself. But although this amendment could || it, ‘‘ such newspaper as the Secretary of War may 


amendment, for the purpose of saying a word upon : ~ 
not reach those cases, it might reach hundreds || designate. 


the subject of this Senate amendment. 


Mr. JENKINS. Will the centleman allow me | of our fortifications which are really necessary The CHAIRMAsS. The Chair would suggest 
to offer an amendment, upon which he can speak? for the protection of the country. Why, sir, let || that the amendment of the gentleman from New 
Mr. FULLER. I have no objection. me tell my friend from Maine, [Mr. Funzer,] || York was accepted by the gentleman from Maine, 


Mr. JENKINS. Then I propose the following: || to whom I always feel a great deal of deference, || [Mr. Futier,| and has been adopted by the com- 


At the close of line five insert: thet this amendment would place it in the power | mittee. The question now is upon the adoption of 
Provided, That such transfer shall be made upon a sale of the President to sell even Fort Knox, of which the amendment of the gentleman from New Yo K, 


at public auction upon a notice of at least six weeks, pub he spoke this morning. [Mr. Sackerr.] 

lished in the newspaper printed in the same county having [Here the hammer fell. ] Mr. RIDDLE. If the act of 1819 is read, I 
the largest circulation. : ; think it will be seen that there is ne need of these 

Mr. FULLER. 1 will Mr. WALSH. I desire to propose an amend- |) ‘8% MH wilt be seen that tie made a a . 

. { Cl U ay rt ee 7 ept that as my a Ned ment, to come in at the end of the section. amendments ata | I ee provi es for seil- 
Mr. C iairman, 1 have had my attention ca ed The CHAIRMAN. Nofurtheramendment is || "8 2!! the sites which it is desirable for the Gov- 
particularly to this subject, and have conferred || 5, order ernment to sell, 

with the Department in relation to it. In my s . . ' Mr. JENKINS. The statute of 1819 provides 

f ny Mr. PHELPS. I wish to offer an amendment Mr. JE KI Phe oot | P 


for no sale whatever. It authorizes the Secretary 
of War to decide as to what he deems usele SS, and 
what he does not deem useless. 


Mr. SACKETT. The gentleman misappre- 


own district, upon the northeastern frontier, 
during the troubles which existed @here several 
years since, there were erected three temporary 
forts, Fort Kent, Fort Fairfield, and Fort ———, 
but there has not been a soldier in one of them 
since 1842; yet the Government are annually at 
the expense of paying the salary of a superin- t 
tendent to take care of them. ‘They were con- “Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the provisions || thing, [I shall vote for the gentleman's amend- 
siructed only for temporary purposes, and they || othe actof Congress, passed Marchi 1519, entitled “An | ment. But we need not legislate upon the subject 
are now rottingdown. Nocare is taken of them, the same are hereby, extended to all military sites reserved | at all. Why ? Because, if there are any fortih- 


to a preceding portion of this clause to obviate the 
difficulty of my friend from Virginia, [Mr. Bay- 
Ly,} and to which, 1 presume, there will be no 
objection. I move to strike out the word ‘ ac- 
“ ” , 1» || hends the amendment proposed altogether, It 
quired,’’ and to substitute the word ‘ reserved, oad aioe ree 
so that the clause would then read: ee ne 1 
Mr. JENKINS. 1 am opposed to the whole 


and it is not necessary that any should be. The || since the passage of the said act.” cafions or military posts of any consequence to 
boards are being torn from the fences and carried The CHAIRMAN. That amendment can be || be sold, it is quite easy for the Secretary of War 
away, and are fast getting into a state of dilapi- entertained at this time only by the unanimous to report the fact tothe House, and then Congres 
dation. Application was made by me to the consent’ of the committee. can judge ot the ex pediency and prop iety of ae 
Quartermaster General to have these sites sold, There was no objection, and the amendment | i them. But will you put into the hands of the 
but he informed me that the Department had was accordingly received Secretary of War the power to sell out the fortfi- 
. - ~~ > ° . . 1 ' it - 
placed such a construction upon the law of 1819 Mr. PHELPS. I will only say that the act of | cations which have cost the country millions of 
“this act authorizes him 


as to render it impossible to dispose of them. I |) 4g19 provided for the sale of such military sites | dollars? The language of 
was also informed at the Department that there belonging to the Government of the United ‘St ane to sell out anything, no matter what. Old Pont 
were a number of posts upon our western fron- || a5 had become useless for purposes of fortifica- Comfort, or any other place may be sold out, if 
tier which are similarly situated. They have | tion. and it is now very desirable that the provis- | this power is to be conferred yn that officer 
become perfectly useless to the Government, al- | <tr thal act should be extended to sites which || This House will pause a-long while before thé 
though they are not required. The Department |) the Government have reserved since that time. I | Wil! vest suc! 

have no power to dispose of them. I hope Con- || therefore hope this amendment will be agreed to, | hands. We have yet to learn whether there is 


gress will make some provision upon the subject || and that the committee will concur in the Senate |, 2%Y fortification whi 


uv 


ich a power there, or in any other 


h should be sold; and how 


and allow them to be sold. amendment. easy it would be for the pecretary of War to make 
[Here the hammer fell.] The question was taken, and Mr. Puexps’s || 2 Teport upon that point, and then the House will 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. -Is it in order to || amendment was acreed to. a be able to judge whether it is proper, or not, to 
speak upon the pending amendment? The question thenirecurred upon the adoption | make the sale. One man may say that such and 
The CHAIRMAN. Nospeech Ras been made || of MMe Vousea'e amendment. such a post is an important one, and another that 


it is wholly unimportant. It seems to me that this 
question is too plain for debate. No such power 
should be vested in any officer of the Government. 
| We should hold that power ourselves. 
The question was then taken on the amendment 
' : d offered by Mr. Sacxerrt, and it wae agreed to, 
order: the c : : - ae “ee pose Mr. SUTHERLAND. I move to insert after 
ler; the question is upon the adoption of the the word *‘all,”’in the Senateamendment, the word 


amendment of the gentleman from Maine, (Mr. || «| selegs.” so that that part of the clause wil! read 


in opposition. M FULLER I s 
~ ; ‘ Mr. eR. desire to-suggest to the gen- 
Mr. BAYLY. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed tleman from Missouri that the amendment which 


a of the — oo . faine, has just been adopted upon his motion may give 
(Mr. Fucter.] me qae y - SaEeers * passins || rise to some difficulty. It may apply to some 
a general law authorizing the Secretary of Wir, || other reservations than those he intends 

or anybody else, at his own discretion, to sell the The CH AIRM ‘ N oe 
public property of the United States, though I am war Gnas: owe hy 
free to say that my objection to this Senate amend- 
ment has been a good deal obviated by the modi- 





o 
fication proposed by the gentleman from Missouri, Ft LLEB.| ss ee “ Extended to all useless military sites acquired 
[Mr. Pue.ps,] providing that these lands shall be Mr. SACKETT. Will it not be in order to || since the passage of this act.’’ 

sold at public auction. That has modified my ob- offer a substitute for this whole amendment? The act of 1819 authorizes the sale of certain 
jection toa very great extent; but still my opinion The CHAIRMAN. Not until. theamendment military sites. This Senate amendment extends 
18, that in place of a general law delegating to an pending be disposed of. the provisions of that act 40 all military sites ac- 
officer of the Government the authority to sell this The question was then taken, and Mr. Fut- quired since the passage of said act. Now the 
public property, if it is to be sold, we ought to re- LER’s amendment was agreed to. question may arise, what does that refer to? 
tain that authority in Congress, and to exercise it Mr. SACKETT. I now desire to offer an |} Does it mean, in connection with that act, the 


in respect to such cases as are brought to our no- || amendmtent to the Senateamendment in the nature || mode of sales, or does it refer to the sites and forts 
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themselves? By putting in the word -~useless all } 
doubt is removed. ti 
Mr. RIDDLE. I suggest to the gentleman | 


from New York, that he make his amendment } 


to read ** all useless military sites acquired before | 
or since the e of said act.”’ 

Mr. SUTHER AND. I modify my amend- 
ment as the gentleman suggests, 

Mr. BAYLY. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment of my friend from New York. 
In the first place the ee Oe amendment of 
my colleague cuts it off; and in the second place 
the use of the word “ useless ’’ does not change the 
matter at all, because what is useless and what is 

not useless, depends upon the discretion of the 

person to whom this authority is given. Now 

my objection to the whole thing is, that as far as 

my vote is concerned, I do not choose to leave | 
this thing to the diseretion of anybodyy ‘Take 

the case of our public lands, and who in this 

House would vote to give the entire control of 

the disposition of them to any officer of our Gov- 

ernment? It would be wrong, and, @ fortiori, it 

would be wrong to delegate that discretion to any | 
officer in respect to property which we have ac- | 
quired or reserved for military purposes; because | 
when we acquired it for military purposes, I take | 
it for granted that it was done by a vote of Con- 

and be it was considered necessary, 

and [I will not put it in the power of any man to 

divest us of property which was acquired by a 

vote of Congress 

Mr. SACKETT. In drawing up my amend- 
ment I omitted the words ** March 3, 1819.”’ I 
ask the unanimous consent of the House that the 
Clerk may insert these worts in the amendment, 
90 that it shall read: 

‘“That the act passed March 3, 1819, entitled * An act 
authorizing the sale of certain military sites,’ is hereby re- 
pealed, and that the Secretary of War shall, at the opening 
of each Congress, report to Congress what military sites 
should, in his jadgment, be sold, and the reasons therefor.”’ 


: 


rress f se 
gress, Aust 


No objection was made, and the amendment was 
modified accordingly. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Surmervanp, and it was dis- 
arreed to. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. 
amendment to the proposition. 
the Clerk’s desk. 

I wish the amendment amended so as to extend 
its operation -beyond mere military sites. The 
State of Florida, as is very well known, in 1834- 
'35-'36, and previous to the Florida war, was but 
a wilderness. An army was sent by the Govern- 
ment to that State for the purpose of driving the 
Seminole Indians out of thatcountry. They were 
scattered over the whole country, and large tracts 
of land were reserved for military purposes. In 
one instance there was a tract of sixteen miles 
square reserved. Most of the Indians were re- 
moved, and those now remaining are confined to 
the everglades of Florida, and the rest of the coun- 
try has become occupied; but these reservations 
are still held by the War Department, and cannot 
be sold. Now, it seems to me that there can be 
no objection, in the mind of any gentleman here, 
to add a provision to that amendment of the Sen* 
ate sQ@ as to authorize a sale of these reserved 
lands, under such restrictions as shall be contained 
in the amendment. 

Lask that the amendment may be read by the }) 
Clerk: : 

The amendment was read, as follows: l 

And that im all cases where lands have eam or may {| 

1 


be hereafter, reserved for military, naval, or other pur- 
poses, and where the Secretary of the proper Department 


I desire to offer an 
I will send it to 


shall certify that such lands are no uired by the 
the President of the United 


Government for 


| ee oe Secretary of Wa : 


these lands are not required for military purposes, 
shall authorize them to be sold at public ‘sale, 
under laws which may exist at the time of the 
public sale. It seems to me that there can be no 
objection to it; and it is a matter of very great 
importance to the people of Florida. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

he question was then taken upon the amend- 

ment offered by Mr. Cane.t, and it was agreed to. 

The question then recurring upon the adoption 
of the substitute for the Senate amendment, which 
substitute was the amendment of Mr. Sackett, 
as amended by the amendment of Mr. Cape tt, 
it was put, and decided in the affirmative. 


So the substitute for the Senate amendment was | 


agreed to, 


The next Senate amendment in order was the || 


following: 


** Sec, 5. And be it further enacted, That such portion of 
the sum of $75,000 appropriated for the discharge of claims 
for preventing and suppressing Indian hostilities in Florida, 
by the act of 27th February, 1851, as’ Shall remain unex- 
pended on the 30th of June, 1853, is hereby reappropriated 
for that purpose.”’ 


Mr. WEIGHTMAN offered the following 
amendment to this amendment, viz: 

And that the President be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to cause arms to be distributed among such portions of the 
inhabitants of New Mexico, Utah, and Oregon, as he may 
deem advisable, and under such regulations and precautions 
as may be considered necessary to insure the preservation 


of said arms, and the application thereof to the defense of | 


the said Territories, 
And that the President be, and he is hereby, authorized, 
whenever he may deem it necessary for the protection of 


said Territories, or either of them, to call outall or any por- | 


tion of the militia thereof, or to aceept the services of one 
or more volunteer companies which may be raised therein ; 


and the volunteers and militia so called into service shall be | 


entitled to the same ordinary monthly pay and allowances 
as were provided by law for volunteers while in the service 


| 
| 





of the United States, under the act entitled *‘ An act pro- | 
viding for the prosecution of the existing war between the | 


United States and the Republie of Mexico,’ approved May 
13, 1846. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I rise to a question of 
order. The amendment is not germane to the 
Senate amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


etn 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


It has no connection with it. | 
The Chair sustains the | 


gentleman’s question, and rules the amendment to | 


be out of order. 
Mr. WEIGHTMAN. 
a single suggestion. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
not debatable. 


Mr. WEIGHTMAN: This, as well as the 


The question of order is 


[ should like to make | 


other section, provides for the prevention of Indian | 
hostilities, and I think that my amendment is in || 


order. 
The question was then taken, and_the Senate 
amendment was concurred in. 


The Clerk read the next amendment of the Sen- 
ate as follows: 


‘ Add as an additional seetion the following : 

‘Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the accounting 
officers of the Treasury be authorized, in settling the ac- 
counts of Captain Leslie Chase, Captain 5. M. Plummer, 
Captain Schuyler Hamilton, and Lieutenant J. H. Whip- 
ple, to pass to their credit all expenditures by them made for 
objects authorized by law, out of appropriations not appli- 
cable thereto: Provided, That ouch expenditures be ap- 
proved by the Secretary of War.’? 


Mr. DUNHAM, The Committee on Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence in that 
amendment. _ ; 

The question was taken, and the amendment 


“was non-concurred in. 


The Clerk read the next amendment of the Sen- 
ate, adding, as an additional section to the bill, the 


| following: j 


«Suc. 7. And be it further enacted, That additional ra- 
tions shall hereafter be allowed to offi- 
cers of engineers when in of separate and fixed 


or permanent posts nies Thatthe no 
post shall be entitled to re ve such additonal rations un 
sa 


Mr. HOUSTON. The ‘Committee’ on Ways 
Means recommend a non-concurrence in that 


be sre 
question was taken, and the amendment 


|| was non-concurred in. 


Clerk read the next amendment of the Sen- 
iding, as an additional section, the following: 
. And be enacted, That the provisions 


ion of the act nay = pia 1852 
aki Sepropiaion the stipport o 
pat - ‘the 3¢) "of June, 1856" shall 


who were ed as 
in Mexico or California, 






exico,’’ 








Mr. HOUSTON. The Committee on Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence in that 


| amendment. 


The question was taken, and the amendment 
was non-concurred in. 

The Clerk read the next amendment of the Sen. 
ate, adding, as an additional section, the following: 

* Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the provisions 
of the first section of the act entitled ‘ An act making appro 
priations for the support of the Army forthe year ending the 
30th of June, 1851,’ approved September 28, 1850, granting 
extra pay to the officers and enlisted men of the army ser, 
ing in Oregon and California, be extended to the officers any 
men of the two companies of regiment of mounted riflemey, 
that garrisoned the post of Fort Laramie, Oregon rout, 
during the time they oceupied said post; and the amoyn} 
which may be found due them under this act shal! be paid 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri 
ated.” : 


Mr. PHELPS. The Committee on Ways ayy 
Means recommend a non-concurrence. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. I moveto amend by in. 
serting, after the word *‘ extended,’’ the following: 

To the commissioned officers and enlisteg men of thy 
army who served in the ninth military iomtieeent, and at 
eee Atkinson on the Arkansas river, Santa [é route. 
and. 

The two companies at Fort Laramie have this 
extra pay; and all that [ ask by the amendment 
which I an roposed is, that the commissioned 
officers and enlisted men of the army who served 
in en military department, which includes 
Ne exito, shall be placed on the same footing 
with them,-in accordance with the recommenda- 
tions of the military committees of both Houses 
of Congress. 

Mr. HALL. The very cheapest place to live 
is oh the plains, and I think that the section ought 
to be stricken out. 

Mr. EVANS made some remarks in regard to 
the high rate of provisions on the plains, not dis- 
tinctly heard by the reporter. 

Mr. HALL. When emigrants get out there, 
they can obtain meat for a cent a pound. 

Mr. EVANS. 1 do not dispute with the gen- 
tleman. I only tell him the authenticated state- 
ment was that the price of provisions was ex- 
traordinarily high, and that they had to give what 
they had to ering emigrants. 

Mr. BAYRY. Were not those the provisions 
of the Government? 

Mr. PHELPS. I should like to know, also, 


| of whom your officers were going to buy provis- 





| 
| 
| 


| Congress in favor of troops 


ions at Fort Laramie? 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was disagreed to. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 


|| ment of the Senate, and it was non-concurred in. 


The Clerk read the next amendment of the Sen- 
ate, as follows: : 

** Add as an additional section to the bill the following: 

“ Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That it shal! be the 
duty of the Secretary of War, under such regulations as he 
may prescribe, to cause to be examined and testimony to 
be taken in all claims against the United States for carrying 
on the government in California, in the years 1846 and 1847, 
under Cantesclare R. F. Stockton, Brigadier General § 
W.K , and Lieutenant Colonel John C. Frémont; alse, 
for spoliations, and for property furnished or taken for mili- 
tary purposes in California, within that period, and which 
have not been favorably reported upon by the Board of 
Commissioners eee _ the sixth section of the 
act making appropriations for the support of the Army, ap 
proved 3ist sages 1852, and to report thereupon to Con- 

at its next session ; and that for the purpose of carry 
fig this into effect the sum of $10,000 be, and 
the is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated.”’ 

Mr. HIBBARD. The Committee on Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence in that 
amendment, #&d for sufficient reasons. I do not 

jose to debate the question, unless there be 
i ion st the report of the committee. 
The n was taken, and the amendment 
was non-concurred in. 

The next amendment of the Senate proposed to 
add as an additional section, the following: 

“Sec, 11, And be it further enacted, That for the pay- 
ment of claimants against the United States, for funds ad- 
vanced, and subsistence and supplies of all kinds furnished 
or taken for the use of the command of Captain John C. 
Frémont, whilst he was ed in the public service in 
California, during the year 1 as fa’ reported upon 
by the Board of Commissioners under thesixth 
section of the act making aero ations for the acre of 
the Army, approved Au 7 1852, the sum of $31,017 22 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
| not otherwise riated ; and that the enlisted or 
| enroiied in C: ia, under the the military 


and naval officers, shall ave al he Benes o acts 0 


in the war with Mex- 


1¢€0, 


‘ 


ne 


ee 


